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Summary 



Assembly Concurrent Resolution 158 directed the 
Commission to respond to 1986 Supplemental Lan- 
guage that required the State University to pre* 
pare a report on the potential effects of its 1988 
freshman admission requirements and submit that 
report to the Commission by February 1, 1987. 
The Supplemental Language also required the 
Commission to transmit its comments on the re- 
port to the Legislature within 30 days of receiving 
the report. 

This item includes the Commission's comments 
and the two State University reports that the Com- 
mission transmitted to the Legislature on March 2 
to m'^et the lejislaL /e deadline. 

Ar. the comments indicate, the Commission conti- 
nues to have & number of concerns about the poten- 
tial effects on access of the 1988 requirements, de- 
spite the considerable effort of the State Universi- 
ty to assure wide access to students in the top one- 
third of the high school graduating class. These 
concerns involve both the availability of high 
school courses and the course-taking patterns of 
these students. 

Pages 9 and 10 contain a set of conclusions and five 
recommendations that seek to (1) obtain additional 
information from the State University, (2) clarify 
the role of course r^uirements in determining stu- 
dent eligibility, and (3) structure future reviews of 
the impact of the requirements in order to mini- 
mize their constraints on access. 

The Commission adopted this report at its March 
16, 1987, meeting on the advice of its Policy Evalu- 
ation Committee. Additional copies of the report 
may be obtained frdm the Publications Office of 
the Commission. Further information about the 
report may be obtained from Jeanne Suhr Ludwig 
of the Commission staff at (916) 324-4991. 
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Comments on the Report of the California State University 
on the Potential Effects of Its 1988 Course Requirements 



THROUGH Assembly Concurrent Resolution 158 
(Chapter 165 of the Statutes of 1986) the Legislature 
directed the California State University to respond to 
1986 Budget Act Supplemental Language instructing 
it to submit a report on the potential effects of its 1988 
admission requirements report to the California Post- 
secondary Education Commission by February 1, 1987. 
The Supplemental Language also directed the staff of 
the Postsecondary Education Commission to transmit 
the report along with its own comments to the Legisla- 
ture within 30 days of receiving the report. 

This document consists of the Commission staffs 
comment, t begins with an explanation of the State 
•Universit/s 1988 admission requirements and then 
comments on the State University's report item by 
item in terms of the eight concerns expressed by the 
Legislatxire in its Supplemental Language. The Sup- 
plemental Language is reproduced on pages 1 and 2 of 
the State University's report, which accompanies these 
comments. 



Changes in State University 
freshman admission requirements 

Between 1965 and 1984, the California State Univer- 
sity did not include any specific course requirements in 
its admission requirements for first-time freshmen. 
Instead, high school graduates qualified for admission 
on the basis of their cumulative grade-point average in 
tenth, eleventh, and twelfth grades, excluding courses 
in military science and physical education, and, if nec- 
essary, their scores on either the Scholastic Aptitude 
Test or the American College Test. Students whose 
grade-point average was higher than 3.2 were eligible 
for admission regardless of their test score, but stu- 
dents with grade point averages between 2.0 and 3.2 
were required to submit test scores to be used with 
their grade-point average to compute their "eligibility 
index'' score At that time, students needed a mini- 
muin index score of 3074 on that index to be eligible for 
admission. 



In 1984, the State University implemented a new ad- 



mission policy that required freshmen to also com^^lete 
four years of college preparatory Englisn and two years 
of college preparatory mathematics in high school, pri- 
or to enrolling. It phased in these course requirements 
by waiving two of the required, six courses in 1984 and 
one of the six in 1985. 

In March 1985, the Postsecondary Education Commis- 
sion published the results of its 1983 High School Eli- 
gibility Study, which showed that only 29.2 percent of 
the Stat3*s public high school graduates in 1983 had 
been eligible for admission to the State University us- 
ing its eligibility index instead of 33.3 percent recom- 
mended in the Master Plan. The State University thus 
modified the minimum grade-point average acceptable 
without test scores to 3.11 and its minimum qualifying 
eligibility index score to 2994. 

In November 1985, the State University adopted a new 
admission policy that expands the course requirements 
to a comprehensive pattern of 15 courses Fall 1988 
freshmen. This set of course requirements is very sim- 
ilar to the "a-f sequence of courses required for fresh- 
man admission to the University of California, as 
shown in Display 1 on page 2. 

The State University plans to phase in these require- 
ments by using a new admission classification of ^'con- 
ditional admission" that i'c first employed this past fall 
by admitting ""conditionally" applicants eligible by the 
index who had only completed five of the required six 
courses in English and mathematics. While students' 
basic eligibility for admission will still be determined 
by their grade-point average and test score (if needed 
to determine their eligibility index score), their admis- 
sion status will depend on the number of required 
courses they have completed, as shown in Display 2. 



Comments on the State University's Report 

The eight items of information requested by the Legis- 
lature on the potential impact of the new course re- 
quirements falls into two categories: (1) the availabili- 
ty of the required high school courses (three items), 
and (2) effects on student eligibility and enrollment 
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DISPLAY 1 Freshman Course Requirements for First-Time Freshman Admission to the California 
State University, Fall 1988 and the University of California, Fall 1986 



Subject 


The California State University 


University of California 


History 


1 year 


1 year 


English 


4 years 


4 years 


Mathematics 


3 years 


3 years 


Laboratory Sciences 


1 year 


1 year 


Foreign Language 


2 years 


2 years 


Visual and Performing Arts 


1 year 


may be elective 


Approved Electives 


3 years 


4 years 



Source: The California State University: Trustees' Agenda Item 1, Committee on Educational Policy, November 12-13, 1985, pp. 1*2. 

University of California: Introducing the UnivirsUy of California: Information for Pn)spectiv9 Students, 1986-87, Berkeley: 
Office of the President, 1985, pp. 12-13. 



DISPLAY 2 California State University 1988 Freshman Admission Categories by Eligibility Status 



Eligibility Status 
Top One-Third 



Completed AU 
15 Elequired Courses 

Regular 
Unconditiottal 



Completed at 
Least 10 of the 15 

Regular 
Conditional 



Complete.! 
Less Than 10 of the IS 

Special Action 
Conditional 



Not Top One-Third 



Special Action 
Unconditional 



Special Action 
Conditional 



Special Action 
Conditional 



Source: California Sute University, Trustees' Agenda Item 2, Committee on Educational Policy. May 20-2 1 , 1 986. AtUchmer A, p. 2. 



data (five items). The State University's report, which 
is attached to these comments, responds to each of 
these eight item in turn. The following sections adopt 
this same approach by first quoting the legislative con- 
cern, then summarizing the State University's re- 
sponse, and finally ofi^ering the staffs conclusions 
about the response. 

Availability of high school courses 

Legislative Concern 1: Whether high school 
courses were available that meet the State Univer- 
sity's course requirements, including arts courses 
not currently reported by the State Department of 
Education. 

State University Response: The State University de- 
cided to respond to this question by having their cam- 
survey the schools in their service area that had 

ERIC 



25 percent or more non-white students. These 447 
schools constitute more than half of the 821 public 
comprehensive high schools in California. Some cam- 
puses decided to survey all schools 'n their service 
area, and thus responses were ava'lable for 685 
schools Following that survey, staff ' *. the Office ol 
the Chancellor has decided to survvy the remaining 
136 high schools and hopes to have a complete set of re- 
sponses for all comprehensive public high schools by 
March 20, 1987. 

Of the 685 schools responding to the questionnaire 
(which is reproduced as Display 3 on page 4), 93 per- 
cent indicated that they were able to offer the full 
complement of courses, while 7 percent, or 48 schools, 
reported some difficulty in doing so 

Commission Staff Comments: Because the State Uni- 
versity's original survey excluded several types of 
schools - small and rural, although predominantly 
white - that were likely to report difficulty in offering 

9 



DISPLAY 3 California State University Survey Instrument 



THE CALIFORNIA STATi* UNIVERSITY 
October 1^>86 

Deur Principal: 

You a^e undoubtedly aware that the California State University had established new collese 
preparatory course requirements for freshmwn effective fall 1988 (see May 1986 CSU School 
and CoIloKe Review for phase in provisions). 

4 ya xs of English (presently required) 

3 years of mathematics (2 years presently required) 

1 year of U.S. History or U.S. History and soverrunent 

1 year of laboratory science 

2 years of foreign lannvias'e * 

1 year in the visual and performins arts 

3 years of approved electives 

* Students with competency in a lan^uase other than English may qualify for an 
exemption. (See September 1986 CSU Review . ) 

To develop a better understanding of your school's situation and determine whether the CSU 
can provide assistance as you deal with shifts in course demands, we request your 
assistance in providins information about any difficulties you and your staff may be 
experiencing in providing the required courses. 

If your school is having problems offering the required courses, please list the problem 
courses and indicate the nature oi any assistance the CSU might be able to provide. 
Please read carefully the definition of college preparatory visual and performing arts 
courses for CSVJ admission purposes as defined in the September 1986 CSU Review before 
listing such courses as problem r curses • CSU will accept visual and performini^ ar ts 
courses that tt^ no^ on Univrai^y of California approved lists. 

Your response will be included in a statewide report to be submitted to the California 
Postsocondary Education CooMlf i^ldKLt If we do got hear from you, we wi;i assume th a t yo\ir 
institution has no orob^fg y ^f^g:y;4pir the required courses and needs no assistance^ 

1. Is your high school able to offer the full complement of required courses and 
sect ions r YES WO 

If your answer is YES» please enter your name at the bottom of this page and rotum it. 

2. If your answer is HO, please list the cour8e(8) you are having difficulty offering, 
e)cplain th^*^ reason(s} for those difficulties, and describe assistance you would like 
from your nearest CSU campus. 



Course(s) ; 



Difficulties • 



Assistance Oesued: 



Plaasa return additional pages if you have further coinmonts. 



Name and ritlu of Person Coinj;lt>ting Form 



Hish School 



Thank you foi' your assistinca with this survey. Plaasa CAturn thia form not later thar 
November 7, 1986 to: 

(Local Collogo Rep or Office and adtir^.^) 



Source: Office of the Chancellor, The California Staw t'niversity. 

o 
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the full range of required courses, Commission staff 
strongly supports the State University's current efforts 
to gather information on course availability from all 
821 public comprehensive high schools. 

Legislative Concern 2: Information about schools 
experiencing tlie greatest difficulty in providing 
the full compl^Bment of required courses. 

State University Re$ponse: The 48 schools reporting 
difficulty are characterized primarily by small size and 
either rural or central city loca^on. The State Univer- 
sity asked them to identify (1) the courses they had dif- 
ficulty offering, (2) the nature of the diffictUty, and (3) 
the assistance they would request of the State Univer- 
sity. Thirty-four of the 48 schools, or 70 percent, re- 
ported problems offering sufficient arts courses, while 
nine identified foreign language courses and the re- 
maining five were split between mathematics and sci- 
ence courses. 

The report provides evidence that some of the difficulty 
related to the arts courses involves the need for addi- 
tional infomration on the types of courses that will sat- 
isfy the arts requirement. Half of the 31 school that re- 
quested assistance from the State University asked for 
such information. The report describes the efforts of 
the State University to further inform all schools re- 
garding acceptable arts courses including the fact that 
the ''introductory'* or ''survey'* courses and perfor- 
mance based courses generally not applicable toward 
the University of California "a-P course requirements 
will be acceptable to the State University. The prob- 
lems -n the other subject areas involve lack of suffici- 
ent qualified teachers or space for the courses, particu- 
larly in small and rural schools. 

CommisBion Staff Comments: Because Education Code 
Section 51224 requires that the governing board of all 
school districts ''shall prescribe separate courses of 
study, including, but not limited to, a course of study 
designed to prepare prospective students for admission 
to state colleges and universities/' it might seem 
strange that any school would respond negatively to 
the question whether or not they are able to offer the 
full complement of required courses. Nonetheless, at a 
minimum, this finding suggests an improvement in 
the perceptions of high school personnel about their 
school's ability to offer a full "a-P type pattern of 
courses since the Commission's 1983 survey, to which 
17 percent of the schools indicated difficulty in provid- 
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ing a sufficient number of sections of a>f courses for 
their students. 

However, more important than a school's ability to 
offer a "full complement of required courses" is its abil- 
ity to a full complement of required courses taught by 
qualified teachers to a sufficient number of students to 
create an eligible pool of students equal to at least one- 
third of the high school graduating class. While enroll- 
ments in college preparatory courses have increased in 
recent years, only 28 percent of California's 1983 and 
1985 public high school graduates had completed a full 
university preparatory course of study as defined by 
the University of California's a-f course requirements. 
In the State University's study of high school tran- 
scripts from applicants for Fall 1985 and Fall 1986, 8.5 
percent of eligible applicants had completed all 15 
required courses by the end of the fall term of their 
senior year. 

Substantial increases in college preparatory course 
enrollments will create an additional problem for the 
ichools. According to a recent assessment of high 
school teaching staffing completed by the State De- 
partment of Education in compliance with federal Title 
II regulations, overall high school enrollments in tlie 
State are projected to decline over the next five years 
while enrollments in college preparatory courses will 
remain stable or increase. These enrollment changes 
will not warrant th** hiring of new high school teach- 
ers, and currently the number of emergency creden- 
tials issued in mathematics, science, and foreign lan- 
guages already exceed 50 percent of the number of new 
hires in these fields. The result of these countervailing 
forces is likely to be an increasing tendency to place 
''eachers with minimal qualifications in these college 
preparatory sections. 

Legislative Concern 3: Special monitoring and 
assistance planned for those high schools experi- 
encing the greatest difficulty offering the full com* 
plement of courses so that appropriate numbers 
of their graduates are eligible and prepared for 
the State University. 

State University Response: The State University has 
implemented special monitoring of and assistance to 
approximately 160 public high schools with at least 60 
percent non-white enrollments and enrollments of at 
least 500 students using lottery funds. The Chancel 
lor's Ofiice staff asked campuses to submit a progress 
report on their work with these schools by March 1, 
1987. Since the submission of the report, staff in the 

U 



Oflfice of the Chancellor have indicated to Commission 
staff that they have also asked campus personnel to 
contact each of the 48 schools that noted difficulty in 
offering a full complement of required courses in order 
to clarify thn nature of th^ difficulty and to identify 
what, if any, role the State University can play in re- 
solving those difficulties. In addition, each campus is 
expected to designate a staff member to work with each 
public high school in its service having 25 percent or 
more minority students to inform students of the re- 
quirements ^or admission and help them meet those re- 
quirements. 

CommisMion Staff Comments: Providing schools with 
additional information about ^he types of courses that 
will satisfy the arts requireme c -* the most commonly 
mentioned difficulty on the school survey - is the only 
specific assistance described by the State University in 
response to schools reporting difficulties. While better 
information about acceptable courses is essential, the 
analysis of applicant transcripts in Appendix D of the 
report on student course-taking patterns showed that 
60 percent of their eligible 1986 applicants had not 
completed a year of visual and performing arts courses. 
Thus the school survey and the applicant transcript 
analysis both suggest that difficulties associated with 
this requirement involve problems of both supply and 
demand and exceed the simple lack of adequate infor- 
mation. 

Of the 180 Schools for which the State University has 
implemented special monitoring and assistance, only 
12 are among the 48 reporting difficulty in offering the 
full college preparatory curriculum. The other 148 
said they were able to offer Jie full complement of re- 
quired courses. Because the majority of students in 
these schools are those who are underrepresented in 
public hi^er education, efforts to encourage these stu- 
dents to complete the its required curriculum should 
improve the representation of these students at the 
State University. However, these efforts do not fully 
respond to the legislative injunction for attention to 
the needs of **those hig!i schools experiencing the 
greatest difficulty offering the full complement of 
courses.** While Commission staff strongly endorses 
the efforts of the State University in these large, pri- 
marily minority high schools. Commission staff be- 
lieves further attention to the courses available to stu- 
dents in small or rural schools regardless of ethnic 
composition is important in fulflUing the intent of the 
legislative language and endorses the State Univer- 



sity's efforts to clarify the nature of the difficulties 
schools have and the type of assistance needed. 

Commission staffs concern about the students in these 
schools stems from what is known about the eligibility 
of students from rural areas for admission to the Uni- 
versity of California and the California State Univer- 
sity. Display 4 on page 6 shows that student eligibility 
for the University of California was significantly below 
average in these areas in 1983, while eligibility for the 
State University was at the statewide average. Be- 
cau:^ t^ie State University's 1988 requirements are 
quite similar to the University's existing require- 
ments, Commission staff anticipates that eligibility 
rates for rural areas will decline toward those of the 
University, resulting in a disproportionate number of 
these students being eligible only for conditional or 
special action admission. 

A related concern involves the eligibility of graduates 
from continuation h'^h schools. These schools are not 
traoitional feeder school for the four-year institutions, 
and thus they were not included in the State Univer- 
sity's survey of high schools. Nonetheless, exceptional 
graduate from these schools could formerly qualify for 
admission to the State University. Because these 
schools are typically small and have limited facilities, 
especially in the sciences, they will have difficulty of- 
fering the required range of courses. 



Student eligibility and enrollments 

Legislative Concern 1: A quantitative description 
of first-time freshmen admitted and enrolled in 
fall terms 1984, 1985, and 1986, by the nature of 
their admission, overalU by campus and major 
ethnic group. 

State University Response: This section of the State 
U * versity's report consists of a series of three tables: 

• The first, on page 7, presents the number of admit- 
ted first-time freshmen for the three years by ethnic 
category, but not by admission status or campus. 

• The second, on page 8, displays the number of en- 
rolled first-time freshmen for each of the Lhree years 
who were admitted under the regular admission 
criteria and those admitted by special action by eth- 
nic group. 

• The third, on page 9, disaggregates these same data 
by campus 
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DISPLAY 4 Overall Eligibility Rates for Eight Major Urban Areas and All Other Counties, 1983 

THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
Bay Ar«a Orange 



37 
36 
35 
34 



33 
32 
31 
30 
29 
28 
27 
26 

P 25 
E 

r24 
N 22 



Plac«r/Yolo/ Ventura/ 
Sacr^nto Santa Barbara 



CALIFOBNU 



All Others 



21 

20" 

19 

18 

17 

16 

15 

14 

U 

12 

U 

10 

9 
8 

7 

6 
5 



Los Angeles 



San Diego 



Fresno/ 



Riverside/ 
San Bernardino 



Bay Area 



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 



Ventura/ 
Santa Barbara 



Orange 



CALIFORNU 



Los Angeles 



Sacramento/ 
Placer/Yolo 



All Others 
San Diego 



Fresno/ 
Kern 



Riverside/ 
San Bernardino 



Source: Reproduced from Figure 3, Page 17, of California Postcecondary Education Commission, Eligibility ofCalifornia*s 1983 High 
School Graduates for Admi$$wn to the State's Public U niversities: A Report from the 1985 High School Eligibility Study, (Commission 
Report 85-23. Sacramento: The Commission, April 1985). 
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• The third, on page 9, disaggregates these same data 
by campus. 

These are updated versions of the same tables pre- 
sented to the Commission staffby the staff in the Office 
of the Chancellor last year during discussions of the 
1988 admission requirement, but they do not include 
information about the numbers of students admitted or 
enrolled on condition in 1986. 

On February 4, 1987, Commission staff asked the 
Chancellor's Office staff to supplement these tables 
with a breakdown of admitted students by current ad- 
mission status - regular, special, and conditional. 
Chancellor*s Office staff indicated that they did not 
currently have reliable data on the number of students 
admitted conditionally, but they agreed to forward the 
requested information for applicants admitted by regu- 
lar and special action. These data appear in Attach- 
ment F to the report. 

Commission Staff Comments: During several prior 
(Gscussions with the Chancellor's OfHce staff, Commis* 
sion staff stressed the importance of knowing the im- 
pact of the current course requirements on the pools of 
students admitted through regular and special action 
and, especially, the number of students admitted con- 
ditionally. The Chancellor's Office staff recently indi- 
cated that its campuses are not as yet consistently ap- 
plying the standard means for identifying conditional- 
ly admitted students. 

The stated purpose of conditional admission is to 
insure the adequate preparation of students for the 
State University by requiring them to pass a certain 
course of study in high school or in their first 36 units 
of State University enrollment to improve their level of 
achievement and their persistence to degree. The 
consistent and accurate identification of the students 
enrolled under these conditions is crucial for docu- 
menting progress toward these objectives. All fresh- 
man applicants are now required to complete the req- 
uisite number of mathematics and English courses in 
high school to qualify for regular admission, and stu- 
dents missing one year in these areas - an estimated 
15.7 percent of eligible applicants in 1986 - are only 
admitted on the condition that they complete their 
general education requirements in these areas within 
their first 36 units of college work. As such, it is 
difficult to understand why the State University has 
not, as yet, implemented the consistent use of its 
criterion for identifying these conditionally admitted 
students. It is imperative that such a system to iden- 



tify students who are admitted conditionally under the 
1988 course requirements be in operation by that date. 

Legislative Concern 2: A quantitative description 
of the State University's Fall 1986 applicants by 
nature of their admission status as if they had 
been required to qualify under the 1988 admission 
requirements. 

State University Response: The State University re- 
port summarizes the results of its analysis of tran- 
scripts for a sample of 1986 first-time freshman ap- 
plicants in light of the 1988 requirements. It indicates 
that 99 percent of the 1986 eligible applicants com- 
pleted least ten of the 15 required courses, or enough 
to qualify for conditional regular admission in 1988, 
but that only about 90 percent met the "subrequire- 
ment" of completing six of the seven required courses 
in mathematics and English - a requirement that has 
been formally in place since 1984. Tables 11 and llA 
of Attachment D to the report show the course comple- 
tion rates of 1985 and 1986 applicants with qualifying 
eligibility index scores increased by 0.7 percent - from 
96.7 to 97.4 percent This section of the report con- 
cludes that ''continued growth at these modest rates 
will result in virtually all Fall 1988 applicants with 
qualifying eligibility index (top one-third) having 
completed sufficient required courses to qualify for reg- 
ular admission (ten of fifteen courses)." 

Commission Staff Comments: The State University's 
applicant transcript study provides much data useful 
for analyzing the impact of the 1988 admission re- 
quirements. Assuming similar increases in 1987 and 
1988 to those between 1985 and 1986, 98.8 percent of 
the 1988 applicants would qualify for regular admis- 
sion if the English and in^^ 

ignored . However, the only mode of access for the re- 
maining 1.2 percent ot these eligible applicants will be 
admission by special action. This raises an important 
question: As members of the eligible top one-third of 
the high school graduating class, will these students be 
entitled to admission by special action or will they 
compete with, and possibly replace, students not in the 
top one-third whose only n:eans of access to the State 
University is special action admission? 

If the requirement remains unchanged that 1988 ap- 
plicants must complete at least six of the seven units 
required in English and mathematics, the percentage 
of eligible applicants who will have to be admitted by 



special action will be in the area of 10 to 13 percent, as 
shown in Table 12 of Attachment D. The largest in- 
creases in the percentage of students completing at 
least six of the seven units between 1985 and 1986 
have been for Black and Asian applicants, while the 
changes for white and Hispanic applicants have been 
negligible. 

Finally, among both 1985 and 1986 eligible applicants, 
only 8.4 percent had completed the full complement of 
15 required courses by the end of the fall term of their 
senior year. Thus, 91.5 percent of all eligible appli- 
cants would have been admitted conditionally if the re- 
quirements had been in place in 1986. While the pro- 
portion of eligible applicants completing the full 15 
courses will likely increase by 1988, the majority of 
regularly admitted students are likely to be admitted 
conditionally in that year and will likely increase each 
subsequent year as the minimum number of required 
courses increases. 



Legislative Concern 3: A quantitative description 
of changes In college academic performance, re- 
medial diagnostic data and course enroUments* 
and student persistence by nature of admission 
status, overall and for miyor ethnic subgroups. 

State University Response: In this section, the State 
University once again has updated with current-year 
data the information presented to the Commission 
staff last year. It describes comparative performance 
on the English Placement Test and the Entry-Level 
Math Test for each ethnic group by admission status 
for 1984-85 and 1985-86 and one-year continuation 
rates for 1982, 1983, and 1984 first-time freshmen by 
campus, by sex, by ethnic category, and by admission 
status but not for each ethnic category within admis- 
sion status. 

Commission Staff Comments: The report provides no 
information about course enrollments and academic 
performance at the State University and no reference 
to any activity planned or underway in this area. The 
monitoring of student placement, course-taking behav- 
ior, academic achievement, and persistence to degree 
by status of admission, including conditional admis- 
sion, are important elements in an adequate assess- 
ment of the impact of these changes in admission 
requirements. 

Legislative Concern 4: A description of the admis- 
procedures that differentiate between those 
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Students who are not eligible because their high 
schools lack sufficient courses and those for 
whom the courses were available but not taken. 

State University Response: The report states that con- 
ditional admission will apply to all students missing 
required courses, regardless of the reason why the 
courses do not appear on their transcripts. 

Commission Staff Comments: Apparently, the State 
University is not considering the implementation of 
waivers or exceptions for applicants from small or rur- 
al high schools that are unable to provide the full 
range of required courses. Commission staff is con- 
cerned that such a situation may further depress the 
already below average college-going rates of students 
from rural areas. 

Legislative Concern 5: A description of the 
changes in the undergraduate transfer admission 
requirements and plans for monitoring the avail- 
ability at Community Colleges of courses required 
for transfer to the State University. 

State University Response: The report indicates that 
the Trustee^ of the State University in May 1987 vill 
consider approval of new admission requirements for 
1988-89 transfer students consistent with the 1988 
first-time freshman requirements. 

The major changes are twofold: (1) transfer applicants 
who were eligible as freshmen except for course defi- 
ciencies may transfer at any time once they satisfy the 
comprehensive pattern of 15 college preparatory 
courses or an ''approved alternative program," and (2) 
other transfer applicants (those not eligible as fresh- 
men) may transfer upon completion of 56 transferable 
semester units that include the comprehensive pattern 
of courses or an '^approved alternative program" with 
30 semester units that satisfy the State University's 
established general education breadth requirements. 
"Approved alternative programs' will satisfy high 
school course deficiencies and procedures for certifying 
them are currently in place. The State University 
maintains that once its 'constituencies" learn about 
the new requirements, there will be "no need for spe- 
cial monitoring efforts as to course availability, owing 
to the relations of approved alternative programs for 
admission to the established general education re- 
quirements." 

Commission Staff Comments: The report's description 
of the planned changes in the State University's trans 
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fer admission requirements needed clarification. A 
statement of what specifically will change and how the 
new requirements will compare to those of the Univer 
sity of California would be helpful in order to facilitate 
^he understanding of the changes. The explanation 
about why no plans exist to monitor course availability 
in Community Colleges is difHcuIt to understand be- 
cause the report provides no basis for understanding 
what the ''approved alternative programs" are or how 
they relate to ^^established general education require- 
ments.** 



Conclusion of the report 

On the basis of the information gathered and presented 
in the report, the Chancellor's Office staff concludes 
that '^the announced implementation schedule for the 
new course requirements is feasible and that modifica- 
tions in that schedule are not warranted at this time.** 



Commission conclusions 
and recommendations 

California public education is in the midst of the most 
extensive reform movement since the late 1950s: 

• The passage of Senate Bill 813 in 1983 and the infu- 
sion of substantial State dollars have propelled 
school districts to increase instructional time» ex- 
pand counseling services, and strengthen high 
school graduation requirements. 

« The State Board of Education has established model 
curriculum standards for grades nine through 
twelve, and the State Department of Education has 
begun issuing indicators of school performance to 
districts. 
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• The Academic Senates of the University of Califor- 
nia, the California State University, and the Cali- 
fornia Community Colleges have disseminated their 
Statements on Competencies in English and Mathe- 
matics Expected of Entering Freshmen, and both the 
University and the State University have increased 
their freshman admission requirements. 

• Ail in all, public concern and support for higher 
standards and better student preparation have had 
a noticeable effect on the availability of academic 
courses and students* course*taking patterns. 

The Commission supports these improvements in the 
public school curriculum and in students* preparation 
for their post-high school activities, as well as the State 
University's efforts through its course requirements as 
an important signal to the public schools and their stu- 
dents that better preparation for coIlege*Ievel work is 
essential. The Commission also supports California's 
current public policy on access to postsecondary ed- 
ucation and the distribvition of responsibility for pro- 
viding th^se opportunities established in the Master 
Plan, whereby the State University is to establish its 
freshman admission requirements such that it pro- 
vides enrollment opportunities for the top one-third of 
the public high school graduating class, while the Uni 
versity provides opportunities to the top one-eighth 
The Commission further supports the State Univer- 
sity's hope that by expanding its high school course re- 
quirements for freshman admission, more of its eligi- 
bile applicants will be prepared to succeed at college- 
level work and graduate. Nonetheless, the Commis- 
sion and its staff continue to be concerned that the im- 
plementation of these course requirements could have 
a negative impact on access for otherwise eligible stu- 
dents. 

Through Supplemental Language of the Committee of 
Conference on the 1986-87 Budget, the Legislature 
sought additional information from the State Univer- 
sity about the potential impact of its 1988 course re- 
quirements on access, particularly in light of the avail- 
ability of college preparatory courses and students* 
course-taking patterns. The following paragraphs pre- 
sent the Commission staffs conclusions regarding the 
State University's response to that Supplemental Lan- 
guage and the staffs five recommendations designed to 
(1) gather additional information, (2) implement spe- 
cific procedures to clarify the role of course require- 
ments in deterir' iing student eligibility, and (3) struc- 
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In subsequent correspondence attached to these com- 
ments, the State University provided a nore complete 
description of the new requirements, their differences 
from its existing requirements and those of the Univer- 
sity, and its deHnition of **approved alternative pro- 
grams.** Because the required 30 general education 
units which must include 12 units of English and 
mathematics, will also satisfy high school course defi- 
ciencies, the ChanceIIor*s Office staff believes the 
change will have virtually no effect on transfer stu- 
dents* course-taking patterns. No analysis of tran- 
scripts for transfer students has been undertaken to 
verify this supposition. 



ture future reviews of implementation of the require- 
ments in order to minimize constraints on access. 

Improving information 

In terms of information about high school course avail* 
ability and student course-taking patterns, the State 
University .las implemented special monitoring and 
assistance etTorts supported by lottery funding and 
focusing on the information and counseling needs at 
160 large, predominantly minority hi^ schools in 
light of changing admission requirements that supple- 
ment ongoing campus efforts to inform all high schools 
in their service areas. The State University is ex- 
panding its initial survey effort on high school course 
availability to include all comprehensive public high 
schools. It is also gathering additional information 
from those schools reporting difScuity offering the full 
complement of required courses on the initial survey. 
This information is essential for an adequate assess- 
ment of the impact of the course requirements. 

RECOMMENDATION 1: The California State 
University should submit a report to the Legisla- 
ture and the CommiMion by May 1, 1987, that con- 
tains (1) a description of the availability of suffi- 
cient courses and sections in all of California's 821 
comprehensive high schools along with its cur- 
rent and planned action related to those schools 
that report difficulties in offering these courses 
and sections; and (2) a progress report on the spe- 
cial monitoring and assistance efforts implement- 
ed by the campuses that describe their expected 
impact on student eligibility. 

One of the original rationales for the implementation 
cf a comprehensive pattern of course requirements was 
to improve students' preparation for the university and 
thus improve their academic performance in college 
and their persistence toward a degree. Approximately 
8.5 percent of those applicants who were in the top one- 
third of the 1985 and 1986 graduating class would 
have qualified for unconditional admission under the 
1988 course requirements (completing all 15 required 
courses) by the end of the fall term of their senior year. 

The State University recognized the need to phase in 
the requirements and created a new admission cate- 
gory known as ''conditional admission.'' In 1986, appli- 
cants who had completed only Hve of the six required 
courses in mathematics and English were condition* 



ally admitted. In 1988, applicants who complete at 
least ten of the required 15 courses would be condition- 
ally regularly admitted, requiring them to satisfy all 
high school course deficiencies within their first 36 
semester credit hours o?enro''ment. Ninety percent of 
the 1986 eligible applicants would have been regularly 
admissible under the 1988 course requirements only 
on condition. While this proportion is likely to de- 
crease over the next two years, it appears as if a large 
proportion of regularly eligible students will be eligi- 
ble only for conditional admission in 1988. 

It is important that the State University assure the 
consistent implementation of identifying and reporting 
on students admitted on condition. 

RECOMMENDATION 2: The State University 
should complete implementation of its system for 
collecting information that assures by Fall term 
1987 the accurate identification of the specific 
status of admission of every entering freshman, 
expanding existing methods to include regular 
and special action conditionally admitted stu* 
dents. The Stats University should also report to 
the Commission annually thereafter on the num- 
ber of applicants and new enrollments by sex, eth- 
nic group, campus* and resident status in each 
category of admission, and biennially on the com- 
parative continuation rates of these students. 

Clarifying the role of course requirements 

Of those 1986 applicants from the top one-third of the 
high school graduating class, 97.4 percent had com- 
pleted at least 10 of the 15 courses that the State Uni- 
versity will require for admission in 1988. (The 1988 
requirements include as a secondary condition for reg- 
ular admission the completion of at least six of the 
seven courses required in English and mathematics.) 
If the rate of increase in the percentage of eligible ap- 
plicants completing at least ten courses continues for 
1987 and 1988, 98.8 percent of 1988 eligible applicants 
(from the top one-third) will be admitted if completion 
of the English and mathematics requirement is not 
taken into consideration. This would leave special 
action conditional admission as the only means of ad- 
mission for the remaining 1.2 percent of those appli- 
cants from the top one-third. 

Some proportion of the pool of eligible students in the 
top one-third of the 1988 graduating class will fail to 
qualify even for conditional regular admission to the 
State University because they will not have completed 



its minimum number of required courses. To be admit- 
ted, these students \vill presumably have to be granted 
admission by special action and compete with tradi- 
tional special-action students for admission. This 
problem reaches critical proportions if the State Uni- 
versity retains its requirement for conditional admis- 
sion of completing six of the seven required courses in 
English and mathematics. These findings suggest that 
the 1988 course requirements of the State University 
will affect special-action admissions by extending the 
range of applicants whose only opportunity for admis- 
sion will be special action to include students who are 
in the top one-third of the high school graduating class. 

RECOMMENDATION 3: The Commission re- 
quests that the Stata University respond by May 1, 
1987 to the following three questions regarding 
the admission status of applicants from the top 
one*third of the graduating class who have com- 
pleted less than the minimum number of required 
courses: 

1. If students eligible on the index do not complete 
the minimum required sequence of courses* will 
all such students be guaranteed special-action 
admission? 

2. What types of modifications are planned to ac- 
commodate these otherwise eligible students 
within the existing special-action quota? 

3. Will students currently admitted by special 
action be displaced by students from the top 
one-third of the graduating class who are ad- 
mitted by special action? 

The information provided by the State University on 
student course-taking patterns is based on a self-se- 
lected subset of the segment's eligibility pool -* those 
that chose to apply to the State University in 1985 and 
1986. The State University cannot analyze the impact 
of these requirements on its entire eligibility pool be- 
fore the Commission's eligibility study is completed in 
November 1987. The State University's current means 
of identifying students in the top one-third of the 
graduating class - its Eligibility Index - does not in- 
clude the completion of the existing course require- 
ments. Display 5 shows how course requirements con- 
strict the size of the pool. 

RECOMMENDATION 4: If the State University 
continues to require four years of English and two 
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DISPLAY 5 California State University Freshman 
Applicants in Fall 1986 Who Satisfied its Eligibil- 
ity Index by Category of Proposed 1988 Subject 
Requirements 

All White Hispanic Black Asian 

10 or more courses with 
at least six courses in 

English and Mathematics 864 88.0 8L8 72.9 85.3 

10 or more courses but 
less than six courses in 

English and Mathematics 11.0 9.8 14.4 22.4 10.6 
Less than 10 of the 

required 15 courses 2.6 2.2 3.9 4.7 4.1 

Source: California State University, Rtport Prepared in Response 
to Assembly Concurrent Resolution 158, Attachment D, p. 15, 
January 1987. 



years of mathematics for admission, it should ad- 
just its EUgibiUty Index for Fall 1988 to include 
completion of these six courses using the results 
of the 1986 High School EUgibiUty Study to iden- 
tify the top one-third of the high school gradu- 
ating class. 



Reviewing future implementation 

Implementation of the 1988 requirement that eligible 
applicants complete 10 of the required 15 courses (but 
not six of the seven courses in English and mathema- 
tics) appears to place minimal constraints on access for 
the students in the top one-third of the high school 
graduating class. However, the minimum number of 
required courses escalates rapidly to 12 in 1989 and 14 
in 1990. 

Available information suggests that the 1989 and 1990 
requirements could place major constraints on access 
for these students. While 97.4 percent of the eligible 
1386 applicants had completed 10 of the 15 required 
courses, 87.9 percent had completed 12 and only 42.4 
percent had completed 14. While it is likely that these 
rates will increase over the next three years, very close 
monitoring will be necessary to determine the feasibil- 
ity of implementing the second, third, and final phase- 
in steps. 
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RECOMMENDATION 5: The staffs of the Califor- 
nia State University and the California Postsec- 
ondary Education Commission shall continue the 
monitoring program that would alter the imple- 
mentation of additional course requirements if a 
fixed percentage of the applicants two years prior 
to each implementation date had not completed 
the minimum number of required courses. For 



the implementation of the Fall 1989 requirement 
of 12 courses, if the percentage of eligible 1987 ap- 
plicants with less than 12 courses exceeds 10 per- 
centt the 1989 course reqw^ire^ient will be post- 
poned. Early in 1988, the staffs will agree on the 
target percentage for implementation or post- 
ponement of the 1990 requirements. 
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January 29, 1987 



Dr. William H. Pickens, Director 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Bill: 

You will recall that Assembly Concurrent Resolution 158 (Resolution Chapter 
165, September 15, 1986) calls on the California State University to comply 
with the provisions of the Supplemental Report of the Committee of 
Conference. Enclosed is the CSU response to the language pertaining to 
admission policy and standards which was to be submitted to CPEC by 
February l, 1987. 

Provost Vandament, Dr. Bigelow, and Dr. Lindahl appreciated the opportunity 
to meet with you on December 9, 19C6 to apprise you of the status of our 
monitoring efforts and our approach to collecting the data we consider 
essential to accurate assessment of the impact of educational reform in 
California. We have now reviewed the first draft of the ACR 73 report. It 
will complement the information we are collecting and will be compiling in 
the future. 

I want to call your attention to some of the highlights of our report. 
While we will continue to seek additional information, sufficient 
information is now available to enable us to make informed judgments about 
the feasibility of our implementation schedule for the CSU admission course 
requirements. For example: 

o We know that 94% of the 447 California public high schools with 25% 
or more nonwhite enrollments (they enroll 70% of the Hispanic and 
76% of the black students in California public high schools) 
reported in October and November of 1986 that they were able to 
offer the full complement of required courses and sections. 

o We know that curricular change in California high schools reflects 
increased offerings in academic subjects preparatory for university 
studies. 
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o We know that California high school graduates are completing more 
years of study in academic subjects preparatory for university 
studies. 

o We know that enrollment in courses applicable toward the University 
of California college preparatory course pattern increased 12.6% 
from 1984-85 to 1985-86. 

o We know that almost 99 percent of fall 1986 CSU eligible freshman 
applicants had completed at least ten of the fifteen courses in the 
1988 pattern of college preparatory subjects, with no ethnic group 
below 98.5 percent. (You will recall that ten courses is the 
minimum number required for regular admission under CSU*s phase- in 
provisions - conditional admission.) 

On the basis of the information in this report, we have concluded that the 
CSU should proceed with implementation of the 1988 admission rev-iirements as 
planned. We are confident that the cumulative and continuing etfect of such 
educational reform measures as SB 813, the State Board of Education Model 
Graduation Standards, and the competency statements developed by the 
statewide academic senates, combined with our phase- in provisions, will 
enable us to proceed as planned. 

We recognize that there are challenges to be addressed. While we are 
pleased to learn from the PACE studies that the greatest growth in college 
preparatory course enrollment is among minority students and at nigh schools 
located in low income areas, we are aware that those students and schools 
scart lower on the scale. Therefore, we will continue the programs and 
efforts focused on students from underrepresented groups that are enumerated 
in the report. 

We have also noted from the PACE reports that visual and fine arts is one of 
the few academic fields in which the number of courses offered has not 
increased. We shall continue our special efforts to encourage high schools 
to expand these offerings. You will recall that our phase-in procedures 
allow students with 14 of the required 15 college preparatory courses to be 
admitted conditionally during 1990-91 and 1991-92. Admission with one 
course missing was allowed for two consecutive years primarily because we 
were aware of the dearth of arts courses. We will be watching high school 
visual and performing arts curriculum developments carefully. 
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Page Three 

Bill, it is important to note in Jhiz context that during the 1981-85 period 
CSU managed to increase its enrollment of black and Hispanic freshmen at a 
greater rate than those high school age populations and numbers of high 
school graduates would sugge^c. Although the number of blacks in the high 
school age population dropped fjve per'^e'A*; and the number of black high 
school graduates declined by eight percent, the number of CSU black freshmen 
increased by one percent. For Hispa^iics, the high school age population 
grew by only one percent and the numl:or of high school graduates increased 
by eight percent while the number or Hispanic CSU freshmen increased by 31 
percent . 

We look forward to your analysis of our report. I trust we will have an 
opportunity to review your report before transmittal to the Legislature, 
Please call Ralph Bigelow, Charles Lindahl, or me if you have questions or 
desire further information. 

Sincerely, 



John M. Smart 
Deputy Provost 

Enclosure 

cc: Trustee Claudia Hampton 
Dr. W. Ann Reynolds 
Dr. William E. Vandament 
Mr. D. Dale Hanner 
Dr. Ralph Bigelow 
Dr. Charles W. Lindahl 
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Report Prepared in Response to Assembly Concurrent Resolution 158 
(Resolution Chapter 165, September IS, 1986) 

ADMISSION POLICY 



The Supplemental Report of the Committee of Conference included 
the following language pertaining to CSU admission requirements 
effective fall 1988: 

Admission Policy. The California State University (CSU) 
shall prepare a report on the potential effects of its 1988 
course requirements on its applicant pool and, to the extent 
possible its eligibility pool, and submit it to the 
California Postsecondary Education Commiesioin by February 1, 
1987. The commission's staff shall review it and submit the 
report and their comments to the Legislature within 30 days 
of receiving the report. 

The report prepared by CSU will focus on high school course 
availability and effects on student eligibility and 
enrollment, in the course availability section, the report 
shall provide the following information: 

(1) Whether high school courses were available that meet the 
state university's course requirements, including arts 
courses not currently reported by the State Department 
of Education (SDE); 

(2) Information about schools experiencing the greatest 
difficulty in providing the full complement of required 
courses; and 

(3) Special monitoring and assistance planned for those high 
schools experiencing the greatest difficulty offering 
the full complement of courses so that appropriate 
numbers of their graduates are eligible and prepared for 
the state university. 

In the student eligibility and enrollment section, the report 
shall include: 

(1) A quantitative description of first-time freshmen 
admitted and enrolled in fall terms 1984, 1985, and 1986 
by the nature of their admission status, overall, by 
campus and major ethnic group: 

(2) A quantitative description of the state university's 
fall 1986 applicants by nature of their admission status 
as if they had been required to qualify under the 1988 
admission requirements. 
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A quantitative description of changes in college 
academic performance^ remedial diagnostic dat^^ and 
course enrollments, and student persistence by the 
nature of admission status* overall and for major ethnic 
subgroups; 

A description of the admission procedures that 
differentiate between those students who are not 
eligible because their high schools lacic sufficient 
courses and those for whom the courses were available 
but not taken: and 

A description of the changes in the undergraduate 
transfer admission requirements and plans for monitoring 
the availability at community colleges of courses 
required for transfer to the state university. 

The report shall identify whether modifications are advisable 
in the implementation schedule of the new course requirements 
as a result of this information," 

Following is the CSU response to the language quoted above. Each 
of the passages of the language nuoted is restated serially, then 
the response to the respective passages is presented. The 
passage being addressed is restated with underlining, then the 
response to that passage is presente^^ The first section of this 
report responds to the first part of the course availability 
section of the language. 

(1) Whether high school courses were available that meet the state 
university's course requirements, including arts courses not 
currently reported by the State Department of Education (SDE); 

Response 

Attachment A, Additional Services to High Schools with 
Significant Minority Enrollments (ESSIR 86-27), was issued to the 
campuses shortly after we learned of the language. Part one of 
ESSIR 86-27 directs the campuses to review the availability of 
college preparatory course offerings in California high schools. 
The importance of learning more about the adequacy of course 
offerings in the visual and performing arts was emphasized, when 
it became evident that the survey would be improved if a standard 
survey form were provided. Attachment B, Availability of College 
Preparatory High School Courses (ESSIR 86-32) was issued with a 
survey form and the response date was postponed one month. 



(3) 



(4) 



(5) 
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Thece are now 821 public high schools in California. CSU campus 
representatives were asked to survey the 447 California public 
higti schools having 25% or more nonwhite enrollments regarding 
their capacity to offer the college preparatory curriculum. The 
first attachment to ESSIR 86-27 lists these 447 high schools. 
These 447 high schools enroll 70% of the Hispanic and 76% of the 
black students enrolled in California public high schools. 
Representatives of 420 of those high schools (94%) reported in 
October and November of 1986 that their high schools were able to 
offer the full complement of required courses and sections, 

A number of the campuses surveyed all high schools in their 
service area rather than just those high schools composing the 
447, resulting in a survey of a total of 685 high schools. 
Representatives of 637 (93%) of those high schools reported that 
their schools are now able to offer the full complement of 
required courses and sections. We are surveying the remaining 
136 high schools in an effort to compile information on all 821 
California public high schools, 

(2) Information about schools experiencing the greatest 

difficulty in providing the full complement of required 
courses : 

Response 

Almost half (23) of the 48 high schools reporting some difficulty 
offering the required courses had school enrollments of fewer 
than 500 students. Sixteen of these schools had enrollments of 
fewer than 250 students. The schools experiencing difficulty in 
mounting the required curriculum are located primarily in rural 
areas. Nineteen of the schools having problems offering the 
courses are located in the service areas of the CSU campuses at 
Bakersfield, Chico, and Humboldt, The other pattern is revealed 
by 11 of the 48 schools having enrollments of greater than 2,000 
students. Nine of these schools are located in the Long Beach« 
Los Angeles, and San Bernardino service areas. Not surprisingly, 
these schools tend to have high minority enrollments. 

Of the 48 high schools reporting some difficulty offering the 
required courses, most of the problems deal with the visual and 
performing arts requirement. Thirty-four schools reported 
problems offering sufficient arts courses. The other area of 
difficulty is foreign language with 9 schools reporting a 
problem. The remaining 5 schools reported problems with either 
mathematics or laboratory science courses , 
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Most of the high schools tosponded to the survey during October, 
the remainder in November, X986. This was shortly after the CSU 
issued its definition of college preparatory courses in the 

visual and narfnrmlna arfn {n i-hn <ian^AlnKA<• ^u. 



^.^u^xJo a joai. a X Hu unxua 1.6 impoELaut CSU mtormatlon to over 
20.000 high school and community college counselors. Most of the 
problems with the visual and performing arts requirement 
described by high school representatives revealed confusion about 
which of their courses would meet the csu arts requirement. The 
November Review carried a series of questions and answers dealing 
with the arts requirement and special sessions were presented on 
this subject at the regional high school counselors conferences 
held in October. Now that the definition is better known, the 
frequency and intensity of inquiries on this subject has sharply 
declined. 

We are continuing to devote a great deal of attention to 
communicating and clarifying the visual and performing arts 
requirement because we view this as one of the biggest challenges 
in implementing the 1988 requirements. Even after high schools 
understand the CSU definition of college preparatory arts 
courses, they may still have difficulty in offering them It 
should be emphasized that CSU will accept a range of visual and 
performing arts courses considerably more varied than the 
University of California. For example, csu will accept such 
introductory or survey courses as painting, drawing, printmaking 
ceramics, modern dance, ballet, band, orchestra, choir, actinu 
and dramatic productions, most of which are not applicable toward 
University of California college preparatory requirements. 

The difficulties with foreign language have to do with finding 
teachers qualified to teach the second year of language. This 
problem was confined primarily to small rural high schools 
experiencing difficulty recruiting language teachers to small 
isolated communities. (This, of course, is a matter of concern 
regarding preparation for the University of California as well.) 

(3) Special monitoring and assistance planned for those high 
schools experien cing the greatest difficulty offering the 
full compleme nt of courses so that a pp ropriate numbers of 
their gradu ates are eligible and prepared for the s tate 
university. 

Response 

High schools reporting some difficulty offering the required 
courses were asked tQ| indicate the nature of the difficulty and 
describe any assistJibe they would like from their nearest csu 
campus. Thirty-one high schools requested some form of 
assistance from the CSU. Included in this number were schools 
able to offer the full complement of courses and sections but 
which still wanted assistance. 
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Of the 31 high schools requesting assistance, half asked for 
additional information and clarification of the visual and 
performing arts requirement. The remaining requests vere for 
university review of individual school college preparatory 
curriculum and details about the phase-in provisions. Two wanted 
the CSU to send instructors to the high school to teach college 
preparatory courses. 

Parts two and three of Attachment A (ESSIR 86-27) describe 
special monitoring and assistance provided high schools with 
significant minority enrollments. Part two directs CSU campuses 
to submit to the Chancellor's Office the names of their 
representatives serving each of the high schools included on the 
list of high schools having 25% or more non-white enrollment. 
All campuses have complied with this request^ and those names are 
on file at the Chancellor's Office. 

Approximately $500,000 was made available to the campuses to help 
support the additional services called for in the supplemental 
language. Part three of Attachment A (ESSIR 86-27), Increasing 
CSU Student Participation in Outreach, describes the additional 
services campuses are to provide. It should be noted that these 
funds are in addition to the campus resources already being 
devoted to outreach services to schools having significant 
enrollments of minority students. 

Our goal has been to achieve the maximum effect from the 
resources available. To have distributed the $500,000 equally 
across all 447 high schools that have 25% or more minority 
enrollments would have allocated to CSU campuses about $1,000 
more for special services to each high school. In recognition of 
the concentration of minority students in certain California high 
schools and to address the concern that an additional $1,000 per 
high school might not have a noticeable impact, it was decided to 
focus the additional resources on the approximately 160 public 
high schools having at least 60% nonwhite enrollments and school 
enrollments of at least 500 students. Statewide, 160 high 
schools met these criteria. Reducing the number of schools to be 
served meant the amount of new resources available to CSU 
campuses for increasing services to the target high schools could 
be increased to $3,000 for each high school meeting the criteria 
cited abo/e. As noted earlier, the 447 California public high 
schools with 25% on more nonwhite enrollments are listed in the 
first attachment to ESSIR 86-27; the 160 schools with 60% or more 
nonwhite students and total enrollments of 500 or more are 
underlined . 
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Soecial efforts have been made to expand the participation of CSU 
scudents in increasing the number of underrepresented high school 
students who qualify for university admission. Due to time 
constraints, campuses have been encouraged to use existing 
programs* and provisions for student participation wherever 
possible. Students* service to the high schools identified is to 
be related to Knowledge they have derived from their classwork. 
Such field experience may be used to fulfill some aspects of the 
new admission standards for entrance into a CSU teacher education 
credential program. 

These funds are to be concentrated on assisting those higtk^'iichool 
students who most need advice on preparing for college and^ho 
will need the greatest assistance in meeting CSU admission 
requirements. Tenth grade students have been assigned top 
priority since it is essential that they enroll in the necessary 
courses as early as possible. CSU staff are working with 
principals and counselors to identify students most in need of 
assistance. Emphasis is on supplying information on college 
admission requirements and counseling students on the preparation 
necessary to handle university study. 

CSU campuses are to report by March 2, 1987 on the nature and 
scope of the additional services provided to the 160 target high 
schools. (See Attachment C, Additional Services to High Schools 
With Significant Minority Enrollments ESSIR 86-3b) These 
reports will include information on the number of high school 
students being assisted, their grade level, the services being 
provided, how they are being provided, how often school sites are 
visited, and the average amount of time spent on each visit. 
Since these efforts will continue throughout the academic year, 
final reports will not be available until sometime during the 
summer or early fall. 
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In the student eligibility and enrollment section^ the report 
shall include; 

(1) a quantitative description of first-time freshmen 
admitted and enrolled in fall terms 1984. 1985, and 
1986 by the nature of their admission status , 
overall, bv campus and major ethnic group . 

Response 

The response to this item is presented in a series of 
tables. The first table presents the number of first-time 
freshmen admitted fall terms 1984, 1985, and 1986 from all 
sources at all campuses. Percent changes for each year 
are also displayed. 

Table 1 

California State University: Admitted First-time Freshmen, 
All Campuses, by Ethnicity; Fall Terms 1984, 1985, and 1986 











% Change 


% Change 


Ethnic Category 


1984 


1985 


1986 


84 to 85 


85 to 86 


American Indian 


249 


412 


337 


65.5 


-18.2 


Asian 


5.416 


6.483 


7.062 


19.7 


8.9 


Black 


2.543 


? 730 


2.765 


7.4 


1.3 


Filipino 


1.137 


i.355 


1. 637 


19.2 


20.8 


Mexican-Amer ican 


3.070 


3.658 


3.801 


19.2 


3.9 


Other Hispanic 


1.086 


1.189 


1. 648 


9.5 


38.6 


Pacific Islander 


178 


170 


182 


-4.5 


7.1 


White 


25.086 


28.425 


30.221 


13 .3 


6.3 


Unknown (a) 


2.449 


3.115 


2. 830 


27.2 


-9.1 


Total 


41.214 


47.537 


50.483 


15.3 


6.2 



(a) Includes "Decline to State" and "No Response" 



Table 2 displays the number of enrolled first-time freshmen 
from California high schools by admission status and by 
ethnicity. "Regular Admits" meet the stated admission 
criteria in all respects. "Special Admits" are admitted by 
special action under provisions of Title 5, Sections 40900 
(general exceptions) and 40901 (special compensatory 
programs for disadvantaged applicants). In addition to the 
regular and special admits, there were 121 "Alternative 
Admits" in 1984, 226 in 1985, and 319 in 1986. The 
distributions for those admitted under alternative 
provisions are not displayed. 
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Table 2 

California State University: Enrolled First-time Freshmen 

From California High Schools, By Admission Status; 

All Campuses, by Ethnicity: Fall Terms 1984, 1985, and 1986 

Regular Admits 











% Change 


% Change 


Ethnic Category 


1984 


1985 


1986 


84 to 85 


85 to 86 


American Indian 


144 


169 


156 


17.4 


-7.7 


Asian 


2,108 


2.741 


2.883 


13.8 


5.2 


Black 


478 


543 


632 


13.6 


16.4 


Filipino 


590 


668 


838 


13.2 


25.4 


Mexican-American 


1,147 


1.367 


1.357 


19.2 


-0.7 


Other Hispanic 


430 


495 


611 


15.1 


23.4 


Pacific Islander 


78 


74 


68 


-5.1 


-8.1 


White 


13,426 


14.393 


15.019 


7.2 


4.3 


Unknown (a) 


892 


1.132 


1.012 


26.9 


-10.6 


Nonresident Alien 


107 


172 


521 


60.7 


202.9 


Total 


19,700 


21.754 


23.097 


10.4 


6.2 


Special Admits 




















% Change 


% Change 


Ethnic Category 


1984 


1985 


1986 


84 to 85 


85 to 86 


American Indian 


34 


56 


41 


64.7 


-26.8 


Asian 


'140 


503 


571 


14. 3 


13.5 


Black 


1.079 


1.080 


1.043 


0.1 


-3.4 


Filipino 


129 


106 


131 


-17.8 


23.6 


Mexican-Amer ican 


862 


913 


824 


5.9 


-9.7 


Other Hispanic 


219 


216 


257 


-1.4 


19.0 


Pacific Islander 


12 


14 


21 


16.7 


50.0 


White 


1.121 


910 


1.169 


-18.8 


28.5 


Unknown (a) 


203 


242 


209 


19.2 


-13.6 


Nonresident Alien 


28 


16 


90 


-42.9 


462.5 


Total 


4.127 


4.056 


4. 356 


-1.7 


7.4 



(a) Includes "Decline to State" and "No Response" 



Table 3 displays the distribution of first-time admitted 
freshmen and enrolled freshmen by CSU campus for the three 
fall terms considered. 
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Table 3 

California State University: First-time Freshmen: 
Admissions and Enrollments « By Campus; 
Fall Terms 1984, 1985, and 1986 



Admitted Applicants 











% Change 


% Change 


Campus 


1984 


1985 


1986 


84 to 85 


85 to 86 


Bakersfield 


325 


401 


406 


23.4 


1.2 


Chico 


2, 153 


1.835 


2,247 


-14 . 8 


22 . 5 


Dominguez Hills 


357 


449 


520 


25 . 8 


15 . 8 


Fresno 


2.066 


2. 109 


2.325 


2.1 


10.2 


Fullerton 


2.922 


3.768 


3. 918 


29 .0 


4.0 


Kayward 


1.010 


1.030 


1.096 


2.0 


6.4 


nUI&DOiaC 


944 


1.098 


1.301 


16 . 3 


18.5 


Long Beach 


3.658 


4.641 


5.577 


26.9 


20.2 


Los Angeles 


1.739 


2.043 


2.269 


17.5 


11.1 


Ncrthcidge 


4.779 


5,153 


4.905 


7.8 


-4.8 


Pomona 


3.003 


3.099 


3. 466 


3.2 


11.8 


Sacramento 


2.058 


2.335 


2. 324 


13.5 


-0.5 


San Bernardino 


534 


633 


817 


18.5 


29.1 


San Diego 


6.685 


8.947 


9.051 


33.8 


1.2 


San Francisco 


2.731 


2,979 


3.264 


9.1 


9.6 


San Jose 


2,555 


3.340 


3. 656 


30.7 


9.5 


San Luis Obispo 


2.894 


2.759 


2.224 


-4.7 


-19.4 


Sonoma 


427 


501 


632 


17. 3 


26.1 


Stanislaus 


396 


417 


485 


5.3 


16.3 


All Campuses 


41.236 


47.537 


50. 483 


15.3 


6.2 



Enrolled Applicants 




Campus 


1984 


Bakersfield 




258 


Chico 


1. 


170 


Dominguez Hills 




235 


Fresno 


1. 


354 


Fullerton 


1. 


864 


Hayward 




709 


Humboldt 




561 


Long Beach 


2. 


196 


Los Angeles 


1. 


097 


Northridge 


2. 


970 


Pomona 


1. 


868 


Sacramento 


1. 


380 


San Bernardino 




402 


San Diego 


3. 


454 


San Francisco 


1. 


637 


San Jose 


1. 


538 


San Luis Obispo 


1. 


934 


Sonoma 




278 


Stanislaus 




277 


All Campuses 


25. 


182 
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% Change 


% Change 


1985 


1986 


84 to 85 


85 to 86 


312 


312 


20.9 


0.0 


1. 316 


1.459 


12.5 


10.9 


302 


319 


28.5 


5.6 


1.370 


1. 377 


i.2 


0.5 


2,130 


2. 104 


14.3 


-1.2 


690 


693 


-2.7 


0.4 


578 


663 


3.0 


14 .7 


2.785 


3. 179 


26.8 


14.1 


1.214 


1.238 


10.7 


2.0 


3. 100 


2.799 


4 . 4 


-9.7 


1.756 


1.797 


-6.0 


2.3 


1.544 


1.425 


11.9 


-7.7 


444 


544 


10.4 


22.5 


3.910 


4.013 


13.2 


2 . 6 


1.758 


1.760 


7.4 


0.1 


1. 950 


1.933 


26.8 


-0.9 


1.776 


1. 539 


-8.2 


-13. 3 


304 


301 


9.4 


-1.0 


249 


321 


-10. 1 


28.9 


7,488 


27.776 


9.2 


1.0 
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(2) A quantitative description of the state university's 
fall 1986 applicants by nature of their admission 
status as if they had been required to qualify under 
the 1988 admission requirements . 

Response 

This item addresses the central concern about the CSU's 
1988 admission requirements as they relate to present-day 
preparation patterns of California high school graduates in 
the CSU applicant pool. California State University has .s 
a key component of its monitoring plan the assessment of 
currently eligible applicants against the 1988 requirements. 
The Division of Analytic Studies has prepared a full report 
on The Fall 1986 Fir8t>-time Freshman Transcript Study , 
which is included as Attachment D. The 1986 study 
complements the division's 1985 report and includes 
comparisons that measure the progress of CSU*s applicants 
in completing the 1988 course pattern. 

Almost 99 percent of the 1986 eligible applicants had 
completed at least ten of the fifteen units in the 1988 
pattern of subjects. Ten units is the minimum number 
required for regular admission fall 1988 under CSU*s 
phase-in provisions (conditional admission). When compared 
with 1985 eligible applicants the differences found were 
small and in most instances were not statistically 
significant. Wherever statistically significant differences 
were found they were for minority applicants who showed 
improvement in the number of college preparatory subjects 
taken in 1986. 

The analysis highlighted in the preceding paragraph does 
not account for a subrequirement that within the minimum 
number of subjects, CSU will expect that eligible applicants 
will submit records that include six out of the seven units 
combined in English and mathematics. Owing to missing final 
semester transcripts in the sample studied* analysis of this 
feature is complicated. But with the assumptions mentioned 
elsewhere in this report that were used to account for the 
missing final semester transcripts* we estimate that allowing 
for the "six-of-seven" subrequirement, the comparative data 
for those with at least ten of the 1988 subject 
requirements and that include six out of the seven units 
required in Fnglish and mathematics show completion rates of 
about 90 percent. These data are displayed in Table 4b. 



Although the one-year increases noted are not statistically 
significant, continued growth at these modest rates will 
result in virtually all fall 1988 applicants with a qualifiable 
eligibility index (top one-third) having completed sufficient 
required courses to qualify for regular admission (ten of 
^ fifteen courses). 
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Table 4 displays the comparisons for those in each year 
who completed at least ten of the fifteen units required in 
'the 1988 pattern. 

Table 4 

Comparison of Fall 1986 Eligible Applicants 
With 1985 Eligible Applicants: 1988 Requirements 



At least 10 yrs 

of coll prep All Asian Black Hisp 



Fall 1986 
Fall 1985 



98.8 
98.9 



99.7 
97.4 



98.8 
97.1 



98.7 
98. 3 



White 

98. 5 

99. 3 



Difference 



-0.1 



2.3 



1.7 



0.4 



-0.8 



4bL 

and with 
six out of seven 
Fall 1986 90.9 
Fall 1985 91.8 



Difference 



-0.9 



94.2 86.5 
91.5 82.1 



2.7 



4.4 



89.7 
89.2 

0.5 



90.4 
92.5 

-2.1 



Refer to Attachment D for the complete description of the 
state university's fall 1986 applicants by nature of their 
admission status as if they had been required to qualify 
under the 1988 admission requirements. 

(3) A quantitative description of changes in college 
academic performance, remedial diagnostic data and 
course enrollments, and student persistence by the 
nature of admission status, overall and for major 
ethnic subgroups . 

Response 



Tables 5 and 6 display comparative data for 1984/85 and 
1985/86 of the comparative performance of those who took 
the English Placement Test and the Entry-Level Math Test, 
by ethnic category. No discernible patterns are noted; 
some groups showed modest changes upwards; others, 
downwards. Analyses on these measures will require a 
longer time period to determine meanings from the data. 
Significant variations among the ethnic categories as well as 
by admission status are noted. 
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Table 5 

Comparative Pec£ocmance on the English Placement Test 
By Admission Status and Ethnicity; 1984/85 and 1985/86 



Regular Admits 

Ethnic Category 

American Indian 

Asian 

Black 

Filipino 

Mexican-American 
Other Hispanic 
Pacific Islander 
White 

Unknown (a) 



1984/85 

N %Pass 

88 61.4 

1.862 21.8 

350 31.1 

437 30.2 

798 39.8 

298 42.6 

59 28.8 

7,840 59.6 

306 46.4 



1985/86 

N %Pass 

105 52.4 

2,143 20.0 

407 32.2 

494 33.0 

919 35.6 

309 46.0 

56 48.2 

8,013 58.5 

365 49.9 



Total 


12,038 


50.5 


12, 811 


48 


.0 


Special Admits 














1984/85 


1985/86 




Ethnic Category 


N 


tPass 


N 


%Pass 


American Indian 


19 


10.5 


37 


13 


.5 


Asian 


330 


5.2 


383 


3 


.1 


Black 


451 


7.9 


733 


8 


.7 


Filipino 


114 


10.5 


78 


10 


.3 


Hexican-Amer ican 


585 


12.0 


602 


10 


.1 


Other Hispanic 


157 


10.2 


157 


10 


.2 


Pacific Islander 


108 


10.0 


9 


11 


.1 


White 


739 


33.2 


560 


31 


.4 


Unknown (a) 


77 


23 .4 


83 


14 


.5 


Total 


2,580 


17.4 


2,642 


13 


.5 
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(a) Includes "Decline to State" and "No Response" 
Table 6 

Comparative Performance on the Entry-Level Math Test 
By Admission Status and Ethnicity; 198' '85 and 1985/86 



Regular Admits 



1984/85 



1985/86 



34 



12 



Ethnic Category 




N 


%Pass 


N 


%Pass 


American Indian 




71 


47. 


9 


92 


46 


.8 


Asian 


1. 


126 


75. 


1 


1,334 


77 


.8 


Black 




316 


41. 


1 


387 


39 


.0 


Filipino 




371 


65. 


8 


415 


65 


.3 


Mexican- American 




674 


54. 


9 


848 


50 


.5 


Other Hispanic 




249 


58. 


2 


267 


49 


.1 


Pacific Islander 




48 


66. 


7 


43 


69 


.8 


White 


6. 


524 


52. 


2 


6. 582 


53 


.0 


Unknown (a) 




235 


61. 


3 


308 


46 


.8 


Total 


9. 


614 


55. 


7 


10,276 


55 


.7 



(Table 6, continued) 
Special Admits 

1984/85 1985/86 



Ethnic Cateaorv 


N 


%Pass 


N 


%Pa88 


Amer ican Ind ian 


20 


25 .0 


36 


19 


.4 


As A an 


294 


52.7 


324 


56 


.5 


Black 


700 


11.0 


741 


11 


.6 


Filipino 


109 


40.4 


78 


24 


.4 


Mexican-American 


523 


1 •? p 


554 


1 C 
4. ^ 




Other Hispanic 


138 


21.0 


159 


19 


.5 


Pacific Islander 


9 


12.5 


9 


22 


.2 


White 


664 


23.9 


547 


22 


.3 


Unknown (a) 


67 


19.4 


81 


25 


.9 


Total 


2,524 


22.8 


2,569 


22 


.0 



(a) Includes "Decline to State" and "No Response" 

Table 7 presents one-year retention rates for successive 
groups of entering first-time freshmen, by campus, by sex, 
by ethnic category, and by admission status, for fall 1982 
through fall 1984. The corresponding rates for the fall 
1985 entering class have not been determined as of the 
time of writing this report. 

Overall, the rates have increased by 1.4 percent from 1982 
to 1984. When viewed by campus, rates for most have 
increased, though declines are noted at Dominguez Hills, and 
to a lesser extent, at Stanislaus, San Luis Obispo, and 
Fresno. No change is noted at San Diego. 

Retention rates for women exceed those for men, and rates 
for those admitted under regular provisions exceed the 
rates for those admitted by special action. Rates for each 
of these groupings show improvement over the period 
displayed. 

When viewed by ethnic category, rates for most have 
increased, though a two-year decline of 4.8 percent is 
noted for blacks; 6.8, for Pacific Islanders. The 
improvement for Other Hispanics of 5.9 per ant is the 
largest of any category, closely followed by 
Mexican-American at 4.1 percent. 
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Table 7 

One-year Continuation Ra-.es for Successive Groups 
Of First-time Freshmen, By Campus 



Campus 


1982 




1983 


1984 


% Chg. 
82 to 
1984 


Bakersf ield 


0 


. 684 


0 


. 607 


0 


.721 


5 


. 4 


Chico 


0 


. 808 


0 


. 826 


0 


.812 


0 


.5 


Dominguez Hills 


0 


.766 


0 


.737 


0 


. 684 


-10 


.7 


Fresno 


\j 


. OX3 


0 


. 816 


0 


.810 


-0 


.6 


Fullerton 


c 


.728 


0 


.740 


0 


.779 


7 


.0 


Hayward 


0 


.760 


0 


.750 


0 


.815 


7 


.2 


Humboldt 


0 


.752 


0 


.739 


0 


.788 


4 


.8 


Long Beach 


U 


.763 


0 


.760 


0 


.789 


3 


.4 


Los Angeles 


0 


.757 


0 


.755 


0 


.7 92 


4 


. 6 


Northridge 


0 


.750 


0 


.742 


0 


.757 


0 


.9 


Pomona 


0 


.726 


0 


.739 


0 


.736 


1 


.4 


Sacramento 


0 


.768 


0 


.791 


0 


.754 


-1 


.8 


San Bernardino 


0 


.678 


0 


.706 


0 


.706 


4 


. 1 


San Diego 


0 


. 72b 


0 


.737 


0 


.725 


none 


San Francisco 


0 


.786 


0 


.762 


0 


.809 


2 


. 9 


San Jose 


0 


.765 


0 


.777 


0 


.782 


2 


.2 


San Luis Obispo 


0 


.862 


0 


.863 


0 


.843 


-2 


.2 


Sonoma 


0. 


596 


0 


.756 


0 


. 687 


15 


.3 


Stanislaus 


0. 


716 


0 


. 676 


0 


.678 


-5 


.3 


All campuses 


0. 


762 


0. 


767 


0. 


773 


1 


.4 


By Sex 


















Female 


0. 


76.7 


0 . 


765 


0. 


782 


2 


,0 


Hale 


0 . 


75 6 


0 . 


768 


0 . 


762 


0 


. 8 


Bv Ethnic Cateaory 


















American Indian 


0. 


652 


0. 


670 


0. 


681 


4 


.4 


Asian 


0. 


849 


0 . 


840 


0. 


868 


2. 


2 


Black 


0. 


692 


0 . 


672 


0. 


659 


-4. 


8 


Filipino 


0. 


790 


0. 


819 


0. 


807 


2. 


2 


Mexican-American 


0. 


702 


0. 


711 


0. 


731 


4. 


1 


Other Hispanic 


0. 


711 


0. 


730 


0. 


753 


5. 


9 


Pacific Islander 


0. 


794 


0. 


741 


0. 


740 




8 


White 


0. 


765 


0. 


769 


0. 


772 


0. 


9 


Unknown 


0. 


766 


0. 


781 


0. 


754 


-1. 


6 


By Admission Status 


















Regular 


0. 


777 


0. 


784 


0. 


790 


1. 


7 


Special 


0. 


688 


0. 


679 


0. 


697 


1. 


3 



(4) A description of the admission procedures that 
differentiate between those students who are not 
eligible b ecause their high schools lack sufficient 
courses aad those for whom the courses were 
available but not taken. 
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The 1988 course requirements include provision for 
conditional admission of those regularly eligible except for 
missing subject requirements (with limitations). The 
conditional admission policy does not distinguish reasons for 
applicants missing subjects; conditional admission applies 
whatever the reason. 

CSU will continue its monitoring of the effect of the course 
requirements throughout the implementation period and has 
pledged to take whatever corrective action may be 
warranted from analyses of the monitoring reports. 



( 5 ) A description of the changes in the undergraduate 
transfer admission reguirements and plans for 
monitoring the availability at community colleges of 
courses reguired for transfer to the state 
u niversity . 

California State University plans to present an information 
item to the Board of Trustees at the March 1987 meeting 
that will propose changes in undergraduate transfer 
admission requirements to be acted upon at the Board's May 
1987 meeting. The Chancellor has received the report of 
the CSU Admissions Advisory Council on the topic and the 
Chancellor's Office is in process of consultation with the 
campuses* the Academic Senate* and with external 
constituencies* particularly representatives of the 
California Community Colleges. 

The Chancellor's Office memorandum Undergraduate Transfer 
Admission Policy: Prospective Changes in Reguirements 
(ESSIR 86-47), is attached to this report as 
Attachment E. That memorandum contains the report of 
the Admissions Advisory Council, which is the focus of 
present consultation processes and planning for the March 
and May meetings of the Board of Trustees. 

The planning document takes into cognizance the CSU*s role 
in California public higher education, the public policy 
interest in orderly transfer, and the responsibilities for 
the goals of educational equity. Under the proposed policy, 
persons eligible for entry to CSU as first-time freshmen may 
transfer at any time; those eligible as freshmen except for 
course requirements may transfer at any time after 
satisfying subject deficiencies; and approved alternative 
programs are being defined for any person to transfer with 
56 transferable semester units of study. 
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The approved alternative programs for satisfying subject 
deficiencies after completing high school are based on CSU's 
general education requirements (and any prerequii ite 
courses that may apply). The general education 
requirements have been in place since 1981. Policies and 
procedures are established for any accredited institution 
of higher education to certify to CSU and its campuses the 
completion of general education requirements. The 
processes are in place and are operating effectively. 

CSU now plans to hold a wide range of conferences and 
informational meetings to explain the new transfer admission 
requirements, once the Trustees take action on the 
proposed policy. A& our constituencies learn of the new 
policy and its asaociated processes. CSU anticipates no 
need for special monitoring efforts as to course 
availability, owing to the relation of the approved 
alternative programs for admission to the established 
general education requirements. 
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The report sh^ll identify whether modifications are advisable in 



the implementation schedule of the nev course requirements as a 



result of this information. 



Response 



Information from a wide variety of objective, reliable sources 
indicates that such important educational reform measures as SB 
813* the State Board of Education Model Graduation Standards* and 
the competency statements developed by the statewide academic 
senates are having the intended effect. While we will continue 
to seek additional information, enough data are currently 
available and they are sufficiently favorable to convince us that 
the planned implementation schedule is feasible. 

o We Icnow that 94 percent of the 447 California public 
high schools with 25 percent or more nonwhite 
enrollments (they enroll cumulatively 70 percent of the 
Hispanic and 76 percent of the black students in 
California public high schools) reported in October and 
November of 1986 that they were able to offer the full 
complement of required courses and sections. (See 
citation earlier in this report.) 

o We know that curricular change in California high 



schools reflects increased offerings in academic 
subjects preparatory for university studies, (see 
following table from Conditions of Education in 
California, 1986-87 , PACE. pp. 111-112) 

Percent Change in Number of Sections Offered 



1982-83 to 
1984-85 



1981-85 to 
1985-86 



Science 

Mathematics 

Foreign Languages 

Home Economics 

Industrial Arts 

Business Education 

Arts 

Music 

English 

Social Studies 



-21 
-16 
-11 



22 
19 
12 



5 
3 
2 
1 



13. 3 
3.4 
4.7 
-2.4 
-2.3 
-4.4 
1.4 
-0.4 
0.6 
1.1 
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o We know that California high school graduates are 
completing more years of study in academic 
subjects preparatory for university studies, {see 
following table from Performance Report for 
California Schools. 1986 . State Department of 
Education, p. 6} 

Percent 
1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 

English 

4 or more years 73 86 88 

Mathematics 

3 or more years 67 74 78 

Science* 

3 or more years 33 36 40 
Kistory/Social Science* 

4 or more years 33 37 40 
Foreign Language* 

3 or more years 22 22 26 

Fine Arts 

1 Year 65 67 70 



*For these three areas, please note that CSU requirements 
are less than those cited in this State Department cf 
Education report. 

o We know that enrollment in courses applicable 
toward the University of California college 
preparatory course pattern increased 12. 6\ from 
1984-85 to 1985-86. ( Performance Report for 
California Schools. 1986 . State Department of 
Education, p. 6) 

o We know that almost 99 percent of fall 1986 CSU 
eligible freshman applicants had completed at 
least ten of the fifteen courses in the 1988 
pattern of college preparatory subjects, with no 
ethnic group below 98.5 percent. (See citations 
earlier in this report.) 

Although the data cited are consistent and complementary in 
documenting increased participation in academic studies 
preparatory for university studies, the CSU is committed to 
expanding and intensifying existing efforts and introducing 
additional programs to disseminate information about CSU 
admission requirements and encourage students to pursue 
more demanding academic courses. PACE reports indicate 
that the greatest enrollment growth In academic subjects 
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preparatory £or university studies is among minority 
students and at high schools located in low income areas, 
but we are cware that those students and schools start from 
lower on the scale. Therefore* since the new requirements 
were adopted in November of 1985 the CSU has initiated a 
wide variety of efforts to inform students* families, 
schools, and community colleges about the 1988 
requirements. A partial listing follows. 

o Music video used by commercial television stations 
and at school sites to encourage intermediate and 
high school students to stay in school and raise 
their aspirations, and public service 
announcements derived from the video. 



o Individual letters to 8th and 10th grade students 
and their families informing them of the 1988 
requirements. 

o Color posters posted at school sites that encourage 
students to consider college and highlight the CSU 
col7.ege prep course pattern. 

o Cooperative efforts with church groups such as the 

Archdiocese of Los Angeles to reach minority students, 
low income families, and recent immigrants. 

o Intermediate school coll<^ge readiness program to help 
students succeed in English and mathematics 
prerequisites to the high school college preparatory 
curriculum. 

o Expansion of regional counselor conferences to 
disseminate and explain information about new 
requirements, especially phase in provisions and the 
visual and performing arts. 

o Introduction of workshops for high school principals to 
acquaint them with CSU efforts to improve college 
preparation and strengthen the relationship between 
secondary and postsecondary education. 

o Expansion of the Step-to-College Program which enables 
promising minority high school juniors and seniors to 
take a course or two at a nearby CSU campus. 

o Expansion of summer bridge programs to assist newly 

admitted students not fully prepared to meet the demands 
of university instruction. 




o 



Publication of a new outreach booklet which includes a 
section on the admission cequicements . 



o 



Increasing the number of editions of the CSU School and 
College Review to improve dissemination of information 
on the 1988 requirements in a more timely manner. 



Conclusion 

Given the information presented in this report and the associated 
studies* CSU is convinced that the announced implementation 
schedule for the new course requirements is feasible and that 
modifications in that schedule are noc warranted at this time. 
CSU will continue its monitoring of the capacity of high schools 
to offer required courses as reported annually by PACE and the 
tendency of students to complete these co'irbes as reported 
annually by the State Department of Education. CSU will also 
continue its studies of the effects of the requirements 
throughout the implementation period ai.d will carefully consider 
all new information as it become^ available. 
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THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
Office of !hc Chancellor 
400 Golden Shore 
Long Beach, California 90802-4275 attachment a 

(213) 590-5708 ATTACKKENT A 



Code: ESSIR 86**27 

Date: August 20 r 1986 

To: Presiddnts 




Reply Requested by 
Movember 3, 5 986 



From: William B. Vandament 

Provoat and Vice Chancellor 
Academic Affairs 

Sabject: Additional Servicea to High Schools With Significant Minority Enro llments 

The 1986 Budget Act contains supplementary language concerning the new 
CSU admission standards. Key elements of the budget language are? (1) 
CSU is to review the availability of collage preparatory course 
offerings; (2) CSU campuses are to designate a staff member to work 
with each public high school having 25% or more minority enrollment to 
inform students of CSU admission requirements and help students to meet 
those requirements; (3) campuses are to use CSU students to assist 
students in high schools having high minority enrollments. Therefore, 
the budget language calls on us to: 

0 determine high school college preparatory course availability, 



o formalize our high school contacts t and 



0 increase the participation of CSU students in conducting outreach 
to high schools having significant enrollments of minority students. 

Although the status of budget language is in doubt, it is clear that 
the admissions issue will continue for some time to be a significant 
factor in our relations with community and student groups, and will be 
of continuing interest to the legislature and budget review agencies. 
It is important that CSU representatives be in a position next spring 
to demonstrate that we are committed fully to a comprehensive program 
ot monitoring and offering assistance to the state's high schools. 
Therefore, these activities should begin as soon as possible after 
school starts this fall. Campuses should be prepared to evaluate the 
effect of these additional efforts and plan to submit a prcigress report 
by March 1, 1987, including a brief summary of the activities underway 

(More) 
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at Mch high school designated. Details on the information to be 
included in the report will be provided lat r. 

Part One of Budget Language: Reviewing Availability of College 
Preparatory HiKh School Courses 

The Chancellor's Office will prepare a report for the legislature on 
isvlenantabion of the 1S88 admission requirements that will address the 
availability of high school courses that meet the new requirements. 
Therefore, we need the assistance of CSU caucus staff who are most 
familiar with the course offerings of high schools in their respective 
service areas. Of special interest is the adequacy of course offerings 
that meet the requirement in the visual and performing arts. 

The high schools listed in Attachment A are the ones most likely to be 
experiencing difficulty in offering the required courses. A good way to 
begin t^e review would be to obt?iin a copy of high school class 
schedules, determine the number of sections of the required courses, 
then talk with the school's college counselor. If a school is having 
problems offering the full convlement of courses and sections, the CSU 
representative should identify those difficulties as precisely as 
possible and determine the extent to which Lhe CSU caiqius can provide 
assistance. 

By November 3, 1986, campuses should submit (1) a listing of high 
schools that are unable to offer the required courses, <2} a summary of 
the nature of the problems, and (3) a description of any assistance 
being provided by the CSU campus. If staff find that all high schools 
in their service ^rea are able to offer the required courses, please 
send a memorandum to that effect. 

Part Two of Budget Language: Designating C«U Campus Representatives to 
Hixh Schools Having 25% or Moue Minority Enrollment 

Attachment A is a listing of A47 public high schools having 25X or luore 
minority enrollment grouped generally by CSU campus service area. Minor 
adjustments have been made to distribute equitably the workload in the 
Los Angeles Basin. Tha respective CSU campuses are to designata a 
representative to serve each of the high schools listed. 

Uo additional funds are being allocated to support the work of CSJ 
representatives to high schools that have 25% or more minority 
enrollment but do net qualify for the special assistance described in 
section three for high schools with 60% or more minority enrollment. 
It is felt the funds will have more impact if invested in advising and 
counseling provided by CSU students and concentrated on high schools 
with high minority enrollments. Staff callins on high schools with 25% 
or more non-white enrollment should ensure that CEU is doing all that is 
possible within existing resources to strengthen the educational 
preparation of students in those schools. 
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CSU cantpuses have a wide array of programs for assisting high schools 
with preparation of their students for college, disseminating information 
on the availability of postsecondary education opportunities, and 
providing infomation to assist with college choice, fi SAA, School 
Relations, Admissions, MESA, and other CSU program staf^ are already 
active in many of the high schools the budget language calls on CSU to 
serve. Inarefore, in many instances the representative identified will 
be a staff member already serving targeted high schools. Please submit 
the names of staff who will be the campus representative, to each high 
school listed in your area. 

Part Three of Budget Language: Increasing CSU Student Participation in 
Outreach 



Of the 447 public high schools having at least 25X minority enrollment, 
about 160 have at least 60% minority enrollment and collectively enroll 
the majority of minority students statewide. Lottery funds in the 
amount of $500,000 are being made available to enable selected CSU 
cas^ses to respond more effectively to this element of the budget 
language through wider participation of CSU students in CSU outreach 
activities at these 160 high schools. These schools are identified in 
Attachment A by underlining . Funds will be distribut()d to CSU caa^uses 
at the rate of $3 000 for each underlined high school on their portion 
of the attachfid lasting. These funds will a^isist caavuses in getting 
more CSU students involved in informing students in designated high 
schools about the 1988 admission requirements and assisting them in 
qualifying for CSU admission. 

At there is little time to initiate the additional efforts called for in 
the budget language, you are encouraged to use existing programs and 
provisions wherever possible. Since expenditure of Jittery funds must 
be related to instruction, students* service should be related to 
knowledge derived from their dasswork such as theories of organization, 
learning, and human growth and development, csu campuses have a variety 
of opportunities for CSU students to participate in civic sei-vice 
internship and lisrming experiences. These provisions can be expanded 
to include service in high schools having significant numbers of 
students from groups underrepresented in highr^r education. 

Following are some examples of opporttinities for the practical 
application of concepts and theories learned in clas:^ that campuses may 
wish to consider as vehicles for assuring that csu students are more 
involved in outreach in high schooJj<^. 
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o Student Assistant Program 

o Student Volunteers 

o Student Internships 

o Cooperative Education 

c rieldwork Experience 

o Career Development Opportunities 

o Student Development Programs 

0 Scholanphipe or Stipends 

0 College Udrk Study Programs 

0 Vork Study Reimbursements 

0 Graduate Fellowships 

We know that some cao^ses have been using student assistants to conduct 
outreich to high schools. The lottery funds available to carry out part 
three of the budget language may be used to expand or initiate such 
programs. Attachment B provides information on the student assistant 
classification. It is iavortant to relate student assistant activities 
supported lottery funds to instruction. Holding periodic seminars or 
special classes for the student assistants engaged in outreach is one 
way to do this. 

It is essential that CSU student representatives be selected carefully, 
oriented and trained appropriately, supervised, and provided with 
necessary logistical support at the CSU caxnpus and high school site. 
Priority should be given to those who have demonstrated interest in 
preparing for a career in education and who are from groups 
underrepresented in higher education. 

The new admissioa standards for entrance to a CSU teacher education 
credential program require caniidatcs to successfully coiqilete, prior to 
admission to a credential program, a qualitative <siarly field exparience 
in a school setting under university or university«-authorized 
supervision. CSU schools of education may wish to take advantage of the 
opportunity these funds provide to enable prospective teacher education 
applicants to meet this reqt*irement. 

Administrators on campuses receiving funding to serve designated 
intermediate schools in their service area under provisions of the new 
inte/^diate school College Readiness Program (57ee SSSIR 86-21 - 1986-87 
Program Change Proposal: Intermediate School College Readiness Progr^> 
should be alert to opportunities to coordinate these special services to 
high schools with those of the intermediate school program. Both 
programs rely heavily on CSU student service to public schools having 
large minority embroilments. 
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Given the nature of the special service activities of CSU students under 
this program, there does not appear to be p significant risk of state 
liability resulting from injuries to a student or to a third party as a 
result of a student's participation in the program. However, campuses 
are advised to dojsely examine all of their special service programs and 
the high school sites which are selected. Campuses should carefully 
evaltiate the potential risk related to various assignment i. Cas^uses 
should also try to schedule and design programs with the specific intent 
of minimizing risk to students and third parties. In rare instances 
where it seems appropriate, cas^uses should consider seeking a release 
of liability from the student, and/or a hold harmless and indemnification 
agreement from the participating high school or school district. 
Attachment C is a copy of a sample student release. An indemnification 
agreement with the high school or school district should provide that 
the high school or school district agrees to hold harmless and indeionify 
the Trustees of the California State University and all of their 
officers, agents and employees from any and all claims, judgments, 
demands, etc. arising in any manner from the placement of CSU students 
in their school. 

Use of gttnds 

Since $3,000 per high school is a modest amotint, it is important that 
careful, realistic planning precede the assignment of CSU students. 
Because the funds are so limited and there is little time to select and 
train CSU studen^is, we recommend that service be confined primarily to 
supplying information on college admission requirements and counseling 
students on the preparation necessary to handle university study rather 
than providing tutoring in the traditional sense. The assistance should 
generally be limited to tenth graders. csU staff should work with 
principals and head counselors to identify high school students most in 
need of advising with respect to preparing for college and who will need 
the greatest assistance in meeting csu admission requirements. Group 
advising sessions or workshops may yield the most impact from the 
resources available. 

These funds may be spent for (1) student remuneration, (2) travel to and 
from school sites, and (3) materials and supplies for seminars or classes 
associated with student services. We recommend that most of the funds 
be used to pay students for their service. These funds will be available 
until June 30, 1987. 

Four CSU campuses will not receive these funds since none of the 
underlined high schools is located in their service areas. However » a 
portion of these funds will be set aside to support students from those 
four campuses who may elect to maka special arrangements to serve 
targeted schools. 
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Sp%^iific allocation, accounting, and budget reporting instructions will 
be included in budget letters to be issued by the Office of Budget 
rienning and Administration to accotq>lish the intent of this lottery 
revenue program. In addition to the $500,000 for this purpose, $20,835 
will be allocated to campuses for administrative costs associated with 
iflVlementing this program. 

Additional resources from lottery fwds will be made available at a 
later date to support the development and expansion of civic service 
internships and service learning programs in organizations in addition 
to schools. A task force is being formed and information will be 
provided to you at a later date. 

Conclusion 

As noted earlier t canpuses are to submit (1} a report on the availability 
of college preparatory course offerings at high schools in their service 
areas and (2} names of staff who have been designated to serve the high 
s;nhools listed in the attachment. These submissions should be sent to 
Dr. George Hutchinson, educational Support Services end Institutional 
ttelations, by November 3, 1986. For high schools that are underlined, 
responsible caucuses should evaluate the extent co which those scbi)ols 
are now being served and begin to determine how the anticipated lottery 
funds can be used most effectively to respond to the budget language by 
supporting CSU student outreach activities in those schools. Questions 
about this mei:M>randum should be directed to Dr. Hutchinson at 8-635-55^7 
or (213) 590-SS47. 

WEV: leia 

Attachments (3) 
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ATTACHMENT A 
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CALIFORNIA PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS WITH 
2S\ 4- NON-WHITE ENROLLMENT 



CAMPUS 
BAKERSFIELD 



SCHOOL 

Alpaugh 
Arvin 

Avenal High 
Balcersfield 
Big i^ine 
Corcoran Hign 
Delano High 
Desei'w 

E. BalcersLielcl 
Exe^.er 

F. X.N.D. 
Foothill 
Hanford Kigh 
Highlaud 
Linds/iy 
McFar^and 

Mo jave 

Monache High 
Portor/ille 
Shafter 
South 

Strathmore 
Tulare High 
Tulare Western 
Wasco High 
Woodlalce High 



DISTRI CT 

Alpaugh Unified 
Kern Union 
Reef-fiunset Unified 
Kern Union 
Big Pine Unified 
Corcoran Unified 
Delano Union 
Muroc Joint Unified 
Kern Union 
Exeter Union 
KcFarland Unified 
Kern Union 
Hanfotd Joint 
Kern Union 
Lindsay unified 
McFarland Unified 
Ho jave Unified 
Porterville Unxon 
Pciiterville Union 
Kern union 
Kern Union 
Strathmore Union 
Tulare Joint 
Tulare Joint 
Wasco Union High 
Woodlalce Union 



CHICO 



DOHINGUEZ HILLS 



Colusa High 
El}c Creek 
Hamilton 
Lindhurst 
Live Oak 
Maxwell High 
Pierce High 
Wheatland 
Yuba City 

Banning 

Carson 

Centennial 

Compton 

Cooper 

Dominquez 



Colusa Unified 
Stony Creek Unified 
Hamilton Union 
Marysville Joint Unified 
Liive Oak Unified 
Maxwell Unified 
Pierce Joint Unified 
Wheatland Union 
Yuba City Unified 

Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Compton Unified 
Compton Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Compton Unified 
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DOMINGUEZ HILLS 
(Cont'd) 



FRESNO 



PULLERTON 



Gardena 

Hawthorne 

Inglewood 

Jefferson 

Leuzinqer 

Locke 

Lvnwood High 
Manual Arts 
Morninaside 
Narbonne 
North High 
San Pedro 
Torrance 

Caruthers High 
Central High 
Coalinga High 
Dinuba High 
Edison 
Firebauqh 
Fowler High 
Fresno 
H. Hoover 
Kerman High 
iring(£burg 
Latcn Hi«;h 
Madetri Hioh 
McLane 

Parliei, H irli 
Reedlev High 
Riverdale High 
Roo^sevel t 
Sanger Hic h 
seiaa High" 
Tranguilli ty 
Washington 
Crosi High 
Golden Hast 
Redwood 
Visalia Xnd. 

Anaheim 
Bolsa Grande 
Buena Park 
California 
El Modena 
Fullerton High 
Garden Grove 
Glen High 



Los Angeles Unified 
Centinela Valley 
Inglewood Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Centinela Valley 
Los Angeles Unified 
Lynwood Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Inglewood Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Torrance Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Torrance Unified 

Caruthers Union 
Central Unified 
Coalinga/Huron Unified 
Dinuba Joint 
Fresno Unified 
Firebaugh-Las Deltas 
Fowler Unified 
Fresno Unified 
Fresno Unified 
Kerman Unified 
Kingsburg Joint 
Laton Joint Unified 
Madera Unified 
Fresno Unified 
Parlier Unified 
Kings Canyon Unified 
Riverdale Joint 
Fresno Unified 
Sanger Unified 
Selma Unified 
Tranquillity Union 
Washington Union 
Cutler -Orosi 
Visalia Unified 
Visalia Unified 
Visalia Unified 

Anaheim Union 
Garden Grove Unified 
Fullerton Joint 
Whittier Union 
Orange Unified 
Fullerton Joint 
Garden Grove Unified 
Norwalk-La Mirada 
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FULLERTON 

(Cont'd) 



HAYWABD 



Irvine High ' 

Katella 

Kennedy 

La Habta High 

La Mirada 

ua Quinta 

La Serna 

Loara 

Los Amigos 
Magnolia 
Norwalk 
Orange High 
Pionaer 

Sancho Alamitos 
SaddlebacK 
Santa Ana 
Santa Fe 
Santiago High 
Savanna 
Sunny Hills 
Teen Parent 
Valencia High 
valley High 
Western 
Whittier 

Alaneda High 
Albany High 
American High 
Arroyo High 
Berkeley High 
Castlemont 
De Anza 
Bl Cerrito 
Ella High 
Emery High 
Encinal High 
Farveat 
Fremont 
Hayward High 
James Logan 
John swett 
Kennedy High 
Kennedy High 
Liberty 
McC rmonds 
Mt. i:den High 
Newark Memorial 
Oakland 



Irvine Unified 
Anaheim Union 
Anaheim union 
Fullerton Joint Union 
Norwalk-La Mirada 
Garden Grove Unified 
Whittier Union 
Anaheim union 
Garden Grove Unified 
Anaheim Union 
Norwalk- La Mirada 
Orange Unified 
Whittier union 
Garden Grove Unified 
Santa Ana unified 
Santa Ana "unified 
Whittier Unified 
Garden Grove unified 
Anaheim union 
Fullerton Joint Union 
Santa Ana Unified 
Placontia unified 
Sa nta Ana Unified 
Anaheim Union 
Whittier Union 

Alameda City Unified 
Albany City unified 
Fremont Unified 
San Lorenzo Unified 
Berkeley unified 
Oakland Unified 
Richmond Unified 
Richmond Unifie d 
Richmond Unified 
Emery unified 
Alameda City Unified 
Oakland Unified 
Oakland unified 
Hayward Unified 
New Haven Unified 
John Swett Unii.ied 
Fremont unified 
Richmond Unified 
Liberty union 
Oakland Unifie d 
Hayward unified 
Newark Unified 
Oakland unified 
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HAYMARD 

(Cont'd) 



HUMBOLDT 



LONQ BEACH 



LOS ARGELZ3 
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OaKland Tech 
Pinole Valley 
Pittsburg 
Hichaond 

San Leandro High 
San Lorenzo 
Skyline 

Street Academy 
Sunset High 
Tennyton High 
Vallelo Senior 

Happy Camp 
Hoopa Valley 
Round VaXley 
Weed High 
Yreka High 

Arteeia High 
Avalon 
Bellf lover 
Bell Qardena 
Cerritos High 
Costa Mesa 
Downey 
Bl Ranchc 
Fremont 
Gdhr High 
HuntinotoD Park 
Jordan 
Lakewood 
i Millikan 
Paramount 
?olytechnic 
South Gate 
Narren 
Westminster 
Whitney High 
Wilson 

Alhambra High 

Bell 

Belmont 

Blair 

Burbank 

Burroughs 

Crenshaw 

Culver City 

Dorsey 

Downtown Business 
Eagle Rock 

52 



Oakland Unified 
Richmond Unified 
Pittsburg Unified 
Richmond Unified 
San Leandro Unified 
San Lorenso Unified 
Oakland Unified 
Oakland Unified 
Hayward unified 
Haywafd Unified 
vallelo City Unified 

Siskiyou Union 
Klamath-^Trinity 
Round Valley Unified 
Siskiyou Union 
Siskiyou Union 

ABC Unified 
Long Beach Unified 
Bellflower Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
ABC Unified 
Newport«-Mesa Unified 
Downey Unified 
EI Rancho Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
ABC Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Long Beach Unified 
Long Beach unified 
Long Beach Unified 
Paramount Unified 
Long Beach Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Downey unified 
Huntington Beach Union 
ABC Unified 
Long Beach unified 

Alhambra City High 
Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Pasadena Unified 
Burbank Unified 
Burbank Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Culver City Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 



ATTACHMENT A 
ESSIR 86-27 



Page 5 



LOS ANGELES 

(Cont'd) 



NORTHBIDQE 



rranKX in 


Los Anaeles Unxcied 




Los Anaeles Unified 




Glendale Unified 


Hoover 


Glendale Unified 


Johnson 


Loa Angelea Unified 


Jordan 


Loa Anaelea Unified 


u* A« wenuer 


Loe Ancreiea unified 


Lincoln 


Lot Anotltt Unifiod 


uOm Anq<fi68 


Lot Angtltt Unified 


mriC K6DD61 


Ainaabi^a (pitv H^aa 




Lot Anotltt Unified 


Kartball 


Patadtna Unifiad 


Monrovia High 


Monrovia Unifiad 


Nont€o#iio 


Monfaballo Unified 


Hult High 




Patad«na 


Patadena Unified 


Baaoaa 


Lot Angelet Unified 


Root •v* It 


Lot Anoelet Unified 


San Gabrial 


Albaabra Citv Hich 


scnurt Hion 


MontebeXlo unified 


Wilton 


Loa Anaelea Unified 


Blrmingnam 


Loa Angelea Unified 


canoga Park 


Loa Angelea unified 


Cnanna i i s l a nd 8 


Oxnard Union 


cnacsvortn 


Loa Angelea Unified 


citveiand 


L08 Angelea Unified 


El caaino Real 


Los Angelea unified 




Lot Anaelea Unified 


Ptaneia (John) 


Los Anaelea Unified 


Fxllmoce 


Pill«oi;e Unified 


Granada Hills 


Loa Angelea Unified 




Lot Anaelet Unified 


Hamilton 


Los Anaeles Unified 


Hollwood 


Los Anaeles Unified 


Huanama 


Oxnard Union 


Kannady 


Los Angeles Unified 


Monroe 


Los Angeles Unified 


Moorparlc 


Moorparlc Unified 


NoruA noxiywooa 


LOS Anceies Unified 


oxnard 


Oxnard Union 


Palleadea 


Los Angeles Unified 


Reaeda 


Los Angeles Unified 


Rio Mesa 


Oxnard Union 


San Fernando 


Los Anaeles Unified 


Santa Monica 


Santa Monica-Malibu 


Santa Paula 


Santa Paula Union 


Sylmar 


Los Anaeles unified 


Taft 


Los Angeles Unified 



ERIC 
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NORTHS IDOS 

(Cont'd) 



POMONA 



I 



SACRAMENTO 



ERIC 



Univdrsity 
van Nuys 
vnlce 

V^rdugo Hills 
Wgtchegter 

Arroyo 
Azuta High 
]^4 \dviii Park 
Baatatt 
Bonlta 
Chaffay 
Chino Sanior 
Co Vina 
Diamond Bar 
Doninga 
Don Antonio 
Qfil£ta 
Mgavood 
W9qta 
Qanaaha 

Qladatona 

J. A.. Rowland 
La Pnanta 
ton Altoa 
Montclair 
Noaalas 
Northvlaw 
Ontario 
Ponona 
Rot.amaad 
S^n Difltaa 
San Marino 
Siarra vista 
So. Pasadana 
South Hills 
walnut High 
Wast Covina 
Wilson 
Workman 

Burbank 
Center High 
Cordova 
Delta High 
Esparto High 
Grant Union 
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Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angelas Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 
Los Angeles Unified 

EX MoDte Union 
Azuea Unified 
Baldwin Park Unified 
Basaatt Unified 
Bonita Unified 
Chaffay Union High 
Chlno Unified 
Covina-Valley Unified 
walnut Valley Unified 
Chaffay Union High 
Chino Unified 
Duarta Unified 
West Covina Unified 
El Monte Union 
PomoD4 unified 
Poaona Unified 
A2uaa Unified 
Rowland Unified 
Hacienda-La Puente 
Hacienda-La Puente 
Chaffay Union High 
Rowland Unified 
Covina-Valley Unified 
Chaf fey Union High 
Pomona Unified 
El Monte Union 
Bonita Unified 
San Marino Unified 
Baldwin Park Unified 
So. Paaadmna Unified 
Covina-Valley Unified 
Walnut Valley Unified 
west Covina Unified 
Hac Lenda-LaPuente 
Hacienda-LaPuente 

Sacramento Unified 
Center Unified 
Polsom-Cordova Unified 
River Delta Joint. 
Esparto Unified 
Grant Joint Uriion 
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SACRAMENTO 

(Cont'd) 



SAN BBRNARDINO 



SAN DIEGO 



H. Johnson 


Sacramento Unified 


Highlandfi 


Grant Joint Union 


J. Kennedy 


Sacramento Unifiad 


MeClatehy 


Sacramento Unified 


River City 


Washington Unified 


Sacramento 


Sacramento Unified 


T,A,P,E. Program 


Yolo County Super 


Valley High 


Elk Grove Unified 


Winters High 


Winters Joint Unified 


Woodland Senior 


Woodland Joint Unified 


Alternative Stu 


Fontana unified 


Banning 


Banning Unified 


Barstow Hf.qh 


Barstow Unified 


Blooaington 


Colton Joint 


Cajon High 


San Bern City Unified 


Colton Hiah 


Colton Joint 


Corona 


Corona-Norco unified 


Eisenhower 


Rialto unified 


Indio High 


Desert Sands Unified 


Moreno Valley 


Moreno Valley Unified 


Needles 


Needles unified 


Norte Vista 


Alvord unified 


North (John) 


Riverside Unified 


Palm Springs 


Palm Springs Unified 


Palo Verde High 


Palo Verde Unified 


Perris High 


Perris union High 


Ramona High 


Riverside Unified 


Redlands 


Redlands Unified 


Rubidoux High 


Jurupa unified 


San Bernardino 


San Bern City Unified 


San Gorgonio 


San Bern City Unified 


San Jacinto 


Sax Jacinto Unified 


Silver Valley 


Sixver Valley unified 


Victor valley 


Victory Valley union 


Bonita Vista 


Sweetwater Union High 


Borrego Springs 


Borrego Springs Unified 


Bravley Hiah 


Bravley Union 


Calexico Hioh 


Calexico Unified 


« # - • mm ^ t_ 

Calipatria High 


Calipatria Unified 


Castle Park 


Sweetwater Union Hiah 


Central 


Central Union 


Chula Vista 


Sweetwater Union 


Clairemont 


San Diego City Unified 


Coachella Valley 


Coachella Valley Unified 


Crav£ord 


San Diego City Unified 


Del Hey 


Sweetwater Union 


El Camino 


Oceanside City Unified 


Gompers Second 


San Dieao City Unified 
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SAN 



DIEGO 
(Cont'd) 



SAN FRANCISCO 



H6nry 


san uxego wiuy uniciea 


HIXX Top 


sweeuwauer union 


nOX uVl XXG 


noxuvxxxe uniriea 


Hoover 


»3n uxeQo uxuY uninea 


laperiax 


imperiax unit lea 


Kearny 


6 «% *« 1^4 ^4 t>«# tTm 4 ^4 

san Diego ciuy uninea 


LXncOXn 


sa DieQO uiuy uninea 


n« u' rdrrexx 


6 <% M 1^4 ^4 tTm 4 ^4 

san uiego ci uy uninea 


naaxBon 




Ms ^ If 4 A t» a 




Nxra itesa jr. 


san uxego ^xuy uuxsxea 


HX88X0Q aay 


ban 1/xego ^xu/ uuxcxea 


m4 mm4 am Ha«%mV 

nlSSlOQ oeacQ 


0 •% v« n4 ^4 t>«» TTn 4 ^4 aA 

san uiego ciuy uninea 


noQuQOiiiery 


Gv VA A f>v^^ ^ A V* TTn 1 ^n 

swee uva uer unxon 




G«n 1^1a/v#^ Plt*V TTn 1 ^ 1 

san uxcQo cxuy uuxxxea 


Mt. Miguel 


Grossmont Union 


Oceans Ide 


Oceanslde Cltv Unified 


Plato School 


^^a«mm4 /^4 TTv* 4 ^4 ^A 

oceansiae city unmea 


iroxnu uOBia 


G^n T^l Pi ^Tf TTn 1 ^1 

san uxego ^xuy uuxxxea 


Saa Dleao 


Maw t^4 A ^4 tTm 4 a 4 a ^ 

San Diecfo city unified 


San rasQuax 


san c'asQuax vaxxey 


secca Junior 


O^n T^4 Pi t>«# TTnl ^1 aA 

san uiego uiuy uninec 


Southwest 


Sweetwater union 


Sveetvatec 


O* vA A v<% ^ A TTvi 4 A n 

Sweetwater union 


University City 


0 <k M TN4 /^4 TTv* 4 ^4 

San Diego city unitiea 


Vista High 


^tX ^ «• <k TTvk 4^4 aA 

Vista unmea 


Hlggln Spec Day 


0 <k M t%4 ^4 ^mm TTm 4 ^4 

San Diego city unmea 


Abraham Lincoln 


san Francisco uniriea 


Aragon High 


San Mateo Union 


BalbOc. 


San Francisco unmea 


Bay 


san Francisco unmea 


Burllngame High 


San Mateo union 


Burton 


0 <% M 19 M> m A 4 A A A TTn 4^4 a ^ 

san Francisco unitiea 


capucnino nign 


O «% VI Iffs ^ A^ TTn 4 A n 

san naueo unxon 


College ParK 


san Francisco uninea 


cast union 


%M^w\^ Ar%^ TTn 1 ^1 aA 

nanueca uuxx xea 


El Camlno 


so* san Fran unitiea 


via X XXeO 




Hill Top 


san Francisco Unified 


Hillsdale High 


san Mateo Union 


Int'l Studies 


San Francisco Unified 


J. O'Donnell 


San Francisco Unified 


J. McAteer 


San Francisco Unified 


Jefferson 


Jefferson Union 


Lincoln High 


Lincoln Unf led 


Lowell 


san Francisco Unified 


McLaren Park 


San Francisco Unified 


Mission 


San Francisco Unified 


Newcomer 


san Francisco Unified 



ERIC 
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SAN FBANCISCO 
(Cont'd) 



SAN JOSE 



SAN LUIS OBISPO 



Oceana High 
Raoul Wallenberg 
San Mateo 
So, San Francisco 
Terra Nova 
Washington 
Westaoor High 
Woodrow Wilson 

Alisal High 
Carlmont High 
Fremont 
Gonzales 
Hill (Andrew P-) 
Independence 
King City 
Lick (James) 
Lincoln 
Live Oak 
Los Altos 
Menlo-Atherton 
Hilpitas High 
Monterey High 
Mt> Pleasant 
No. Monterey 
No. Salinas 
Oak Grove 
Overfelt 
Piedmont Hills 
Salinas High 
San Benito 
San Jose 
Santa Clara 
Santa Teresa 
Seaside High 
Sequoia High 
Silver Creek 
Watsonville 
Wilcox 
Willow Glen 
Woodside High 
Verba Buena 

Blackford 
Cabrillo 
Carpinteria 
Cuyama Valley 
San Marcos 
Santa Barbara 
Santa Maria 



Jefferson Union 

San Francisco Unified 

San Mateo Union 

S o. San Fran Unified 

Jefferson Union 

San Francisco Unified 

Jefferson Union 

San Francisco Unified 

Salinas Union High * 
Sequoia Union 
Fremont union 
Gonzales Union 
Eastside Union 
Eastside Union 
King City Joint 
Eastside Union 
San Jose Unified 
Morgan Hill Unified 
Mountain View-Los Altos 
Sequoia Union 
Milpitas Unified 
Monterey Peninsula 
Eastside Union 
No. Monterey Co. Unified 
Salinas Union High 
Eastside Union 
Eastside Union 
Eastside Union 
Salinas Union High 
San Benito Joint 
San Jose Unified 
Santa Clara Unified 
Eastside Union 
Monterey Peninsula 
Sequoia Union 
Eastside Union 
Pajaro Valley 
Santa Clara Unified 
San Jose Unified 
Sequoia Union 
Eastside Union 

Campbell Union 
Lompoc Unified 
Carpinteria Unified 
Santa Maria Joint 
Santa Barbara High 
Santa Barbara gh 
Santa Maria Joint 
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SONOMA 



STANISLAUS 



IN ^ J \S 




Diyon Hiah 


i/xa /II unx£X6a 


Fairfield 








Hoaan Sfifiior 






XXclVXo UiiXt X6Q 






Das Palofl 


Pji 1 nA Tn4nt* TTninn 
i^Uo vCSXUcI uuxuu uuxuu 


Cdiflon fiAfiiop 


^toektAn Ci tv Unifiad 


fPrankl in 


QtonkfAn f?itiv TTnifiAd 




QtA^ikt-nn f^itv TTnl'FiA.d 




noaesto cxty 


La 6c dad 


Le Grand Union Hiah 


Livinaston 


Merced Union Hiah 


Lo8 Banos 


Los Banos Unified 


Merced. East 


Merced Union 


Merced # North 


Merced Union 


Modesto 


Modesto City 


Orestimba 


Newman-Crows Landing 


Patterson 


Patterson Joint 


Riverbank 


Oakdale Joint 


Staaa Senior 


Stockton Citv Unified 


Tracy High 


Tracy Joint Union 
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\NI)COLLl.(;iS Attachment B 

ESSIR 86-27 



Code: FSA 81-13 
Supplement No. 1 

Date: July 28, 1981 
To: Presidents 

From: Robert E. Tyndall 

Acting Vice Chancellor 
Faculty and Staff Affairs 

Subject: Use of St ud ent Assistant Classes 

This FSA is a revision of FSA 81-13 which it replaces. There have 
been numerous recent campus inquiries regarding the need for policy 
clarification concerning the use of the Student Assistant Classes 
(Class Codes 1870 and 0100). It is important that the limited 
nature and the restrictions upon the use of the Student Assistant 
classes be reaffirmed. It should be noted, however, that sirce 
appointments to Work Study Classes (Class Codes 1871 and 1872) are 
subject to Federal Work Study guidelines, the policy statements 
which follow do not apply to work study classes. 

The Student Assistant classes (Clars Codes 1870 and 0100) were 
designed for people wno are primarily students and also work on 
campus part time. This is i.^ contrast to persons who are full 
time employees and part time or sometime students. The Student 
Assistant's commitment to her/his studies is such that full time 
work is appropriate only when school is not in session. 




1. The Student Assistant class is intended to provide a vehicle 
for students to work part time while they are in school, 
partially to enable them to gain valuable experience related 
to their educational goals and partially to assist them with 
financial support during the period when they are in school. 
It is not intended that the Student Assistant classes be used 
when a position would be better covered by one of the 

(over) 

Distribution: Vice Presidents, Academic Affairs 

Associate Vice Presidents/Peans, Faculty Affairs 

Vice Presidents, Administration 

Business flanagert 

Personnel Officers 

Affirmative Action Officers 

Payroll Supervisors 

Auxiliary Organizations 59 
Chancellor's Office St aff 
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established classes. At present a number of staff positions 
are occupied by employees who are also part time students. 
It Is expected that this practice will continue. 

2. When school is not in session due to quarter/semester breaks 
and sumner recess. Student Assistants may work up to a 
maximum of 40 hours per week but shall not be scheduled to 
work overtiBie. The Controller's Office will not issue pay- 
ments to Student Assistants in excess of 168 hours for a 

21 -day pay period, nor in excess of 178 hours for a 22-day pay 
period without approval of this office. Also note that 
Student Assistants do not earn credits for holiday pay. 

3. When school is in session. Student Assistants may work up 
to, but normally not in excess of, 20 hours per week. 

Under emergency or other unusual situations, it is permissible 
for Student Assistants to work up to 30 hours in a week. If 
Student Assistants work in excess of 20 hours per week on 
some occasions, there should be a balancing assignment in 
other weeks so that the overall average will not greatly 
exceed 20 hours per week. Campuses are to monitor instances 
of excessive weekly workloads for Student Assist? -ts to insure 
conformity to this FSA. 

Questions regarding use of appropriate student and established classes 
should be directed to*Willi?m Lahey Of*Wally Moore — ATSS 635-5606 
or 5588 or (213) 590-5606 o 5588. Questions regarding payroll/ 
appointment processing should be din>cted tc"*M.L. McCarty at 
ATSS 635-5584 or (213) 590-5584. 



* Questions should now be directed to Toby Osos at 
(213) 590-5683 or ATSS 635-5683. 
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RELEASE 



In consideration of being allowed to participate in 

fdtftscribe activity). I (name) hereby release 

and hold harmless the State o£ California, the Trustees, The 
California State University and each and every officer, 
agent, and employee of each of them from all claims in 
connection with my participation in the above described 
activity. 



I have read this Release and understand the terms used 
in it. This Release is !teely and voluntarily given, 
allowing my participation in the activity described above. 



Participant's Signature Date 



Witness 
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THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
Orrice of the Chancellor 
400 Golden Shore 
Long Beach, California 90802-427S ^„ 

(213) 590- 5545 ATTACHMENT B 



Code: ESSIR 86-32 



Revi J Response Date 
December 1, 1986 



Date; Septesiber 23, 1986 

To: Vice Presidents/Deans of Student Affairs 

From: Charlos U. Lindahl 

State University Dean 

Educational Support Services and Institutional Relations 

Sabject: Availability of ColleKe Preparatory Hiich School Courses 

The recent mmnorandum ESSIR 86-27, '^Additional Services to High Schools 
Vith Sisnificant Minority Enrollments'* (August 20, 1986) called on CSU 
staff to review the availability of college preparatory high school 
courses and submit a report by Hovember 3, 1986 including (1) a listing 
of high schools unable to offer the re<iuired courses, (2) a stixnmary of 
the nature of the problems, and (3) a description of any assistance 
being provided by the CSU campus. We are pleased to learn that these 
efforts are getting underway. 



Caucus representatives have informed us that a standard survey form 
would expedite this process and achieve greater imiformity in the 
responses. Such a form is attached. Since budget language encourages 
the CSU to establish closer ties between CSU campuses and high schools 
having high enrollments of students from groups underrepresented in 
higher education » we have set up the form to be returned to the 
respective campuses. Please be sure to enter the appropriat;e person 
or office on your campus to whom the form is to be returned. 

We are extending the filing date for campus reports from November 3 
to December 1, 1986. The later response date applies to both reports 
requested in ESSIR 86-27: (1) availability of college preparatory 
courses, and (2) names of staff designated to serve the high schools 
listed in the attachment to ESSIR 86-27. Please direct any questions 
to Dr. George Hutchinson at 8-635-SS47 or 213/590-5547. 



CWL:lem 



Attachment 



Dbtribudon- ^^^^0^- DEANS/DIRECTORS OF ADMISSIONS AND RECORDS 

DIRECICRS, RELATIONS WITH SCHOOLS 

Presidents 

Vice Presidents, Academic Affairs 
Coordinators, Student Affirmative Action 
Chancellor's office Sta^.f 
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THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
October 1986 

Dear Principal: 

You are undoubtedly avare that the California State University has establis ed new college 
preparatory course requirements for freshmen effective fall 1988 (see May 1 j6 CSU School 
and Collei Re Review f^^r .ihase In provisions). 

4 years of English (presently re<iulred} 

3 years of nathonatlcs (2 years presently required) 

1 year Qt U.S. History or U.S. History and government 

1 year of laboratory science 

2 years of foreign language * 

1 year in the visual and perfotiu;ing arts 

3 years of approved electlves 

* Students with competency in a language other than English may qualify for an 
exenvtlon. (See September 198$ CSU Re view.) 

To develop a better understanding of your school *s sltxiation and determine whether the CSU 
can provide assistance as you deal with shifts In course demands, we request your 
assistance in providing information abouh any difficulties you and your staff may be 
e^qperlenclng In providing the required courses. 

If yoc: school id having problems offering the r >q^lred courses, please list the problem 
courses and indicate the nature of any assistance the CSU might be able to provide. 
Please read carefully the definltir.^ of college preparatory visual and performing arts 
courses for CSU admission purposes & . defined in the Septeicber 1^86 CSU Review before 
listing uch courses as problem courses. CSU will accept visual and nerformins arts 
^hat are not on Univer sity of California awroved liata. 

Tour response will be Included In a statewide report to be submitted to the California 
Postsecondary Education Commission. If we do not hear from vou, we %ri.ll assume that your 
institution has no problems offering the required courses and needs no assistance. 

I« Is ycur high school able to offer the full complement of required courses and 
sections? YES HO 

If your answer Is YES, please enter your name at the bottom of this i>agi» and return it. 
2. If your ans^wlr is HO, please list the course(s) you are having difficulty offering, 
explain the reason(s) for those difficulties, and describe assistance you would like 
from your nearest CSU caaqms. 

Course(s) ; 

Difficulties; 



Assistance Desired: 



: lease return additional pages if you have further comments. 



Heme and Title of Person Coiq)letlng Form High School 

Thank you for your assistance with this survey. Please return this form not later than 
Hovember 7, 1986 to: 

(Local College Rep or Office and addr-^uj) 



THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
Office of the Chancellor 
409 CioMen Shore 
Lent; Beach, C-Jlifornia 90802-4275 

(213) 590- 554 5 ATTACHMENT C 



Code. ESSIR 8 6-33 

D«te: November 18, 1986 



To: vice Presidents/Deans {Reply Requested by 

From: 



- - 

Of student Affairs March 2, 1987 

Charles W. Lindahli^^]^!^ ^^^-^k^JL 
State University Dean ^ 
Educa ional Support Services and Institutional Relations 

Subject: Additional Services to High Schools With Significant Minority 
Enrollments 



Memorandum ESSIH 86-27. "Additional Services to High Schools with 
Significant Minority Enrollments,** (August 20, 1986) called on CSU 
staff to submit two reports, the first due November 3, 1986 
(subsequently delayed to December 1, 1986) and the second due 
March 2, 1987. The first report is to convey information on the 
availability of college preparatory high school courses and the 
names of campus staff serving high schools designated as needing 
additional services. On September 23, 1986, ve sent ESSIR 86-32, 
"Availability of College Preparatory High School Courses" which 
specified the contents of the first report, provided a standard 
survey form for determining the availability of college preparatory 
high school courses, and delayed the response date for the report 
until December 1, 1986. 

The purpose of this memorandum is to remind campuses cf the 
December 1, 1986 due date and provide further information on the 
nature of the progress report due March 2, 1987. You may recall 
that ESSIR 86-27 included the following statement: "Campuses 
should be prepared to evaluate the effect of these additional 
efforts and plan to submit a progress report by March 2, 1987, 
inclu<?ing a brief summary of the activities underway at each high 
school designated." Whereas the first report covers the first two 
parts of the budget language cited in ESSIR 86^27, the second 
report addresses only part three - increasing CSU student 
participation in outreach. 




Distribution: ATTENTION: DIRECTORS, RELATIONS WITH SCHOOLS 

DEANS /DIRECTORS OF ADMISSIONS ?ND tlECORDS 

Presidents 

Vice Presidents, Academic Affairs 
Vice Presidents, Administration 
Directors, Educational Opportunity Programs 
Directors, Financial Aid 
coordinators, student Affirmative Action 
Chancellor's Office Staff 
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We recognize that the March report must be limited to a progress 
report since ii will be difficult to identify the effects of these 
additional resources or attribute any change to the additional 
services so soon after they have been initiated. Nevertheless « it 
is imperative that CSU representatives be in a position during the 
budget review process next spring to demonstrate that the system 
(I) h&3 initiated a program for monitoring the capacity of high 
schools to offer the full cosiplement of college preparatory courses 
and (2) is offering appropriate assistance to high schools having 
significant minority' enrollments. Therefore, this report should 
focus primarily on the nature and scope of the additional services 
provided with these resources. 

This progress report on part three of the budget language, 
increasing student participation in outreach, should include at 
least the following information. All responses should be limited 
to tlhe additional services to high schools that are being provided 
by CSU .students as a result of the lottery funds allocated under 
the provisions of BSSIH ^^6-27. 

1. Number of high schools in your service area underlined in 
Attachment A of ESSIR 86-27. Number of those high schools 
receivir^ CSU student outreach services supported by lottery 
funds. 

2. Please identify programs or provisions, boch existing and new, 
through which your campus has increased CSU student 
participation in outreach to high schools with significant 
minority enrollments? (reference top p. 4 of ESSIE 86-27) 
Please indicate the number of students participating under the 
aegis of each program. 

3. Please provide examples of how outreach provided by CSU 
students is related to knowledge derived from their classworlc, 
i.e., practical application of concepts and theories learned in 
class. 

4. Please supply for each term the number of students earning 
academic credit for their participation in outreach under the 
provisions of ESSIR 86-27 and the cumulative number of units 
earned by all students each term. Also, please Indicate 
typical course titles and average units earned for each course. 
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5. To what extent did your campus use these lottery funds to hire 
student assistants to work in outreach? Please report portion 
of funds used for this purpose and number of students so 
employed • 

6. Please describe the selection, orientation, training, and 
supervision of the students aasisting with outreach. Include 
detail on how students are being supervised and evaluated at 
the high school site. 

7. Please describe any steps the campus has taken to minimize the 
potential tor increasing state liability through greater use of 
CSU students to ^^rovlde these additional services, (see p. 5 of 
ESPIR 86-27) 

8. Please describe the kind and extent of outreach services being 
provided by CSU students under the provisions of ESSIR 86-27? 



0 How many high school students are being assisted? 
Indicate the number of high school students being 
served at each grade level. 

0 What services are being provided? {e.g., supplying 
information on college admission requirements, 
advising students on the preparation necessary to 
handle university study, etc.) 

0 How are those services being provided? 

(individually, group sessions, workshops, etc.) 

0 How often do CSU students visit the school sine? 
What is the average time spent at the site on each 
trip? 



9. Please si^mmarize the proportion of resources provided under the 
provisions of ESsIR 86-27 that were used for: 



Funds 



% of Total 
Allocation 



Student salaries 



Travel to and from school sites 



% 
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Haterials and supplies: 

o For teninar'i and classes 
associated with student 
services 

o Other materials 
and supplies 

Other expenses (please itemize) 



$ % 

$ % 



$ \ 

$ \ 



$ % 

10. Please describe barriers or problems your campus has 
encountered in pro/iding increased CSU student participation 
in outreach to high schools and how they were resolved. 

11. We welcome an/ insights or speculation you feel free to 
venture at this point about the effectiveness of greater csu 
student participation in outreach activities. 

Your dedication to increasing CSU services to high schools with 
significant minority enrollments is deeply appreciated. We loolc 
forward to receiving your report by March 2. 1987, We will need 
another report later« probably around July 1« 1987, that will 
focus primarily on assessment of effectiveness of these 
additional services. Reports and questions should be directed to 
Dr. Stephanie McGraw at (8) 635-5547 or (213) 590-5547. 

CWL/njw 
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Summary . 



This paper reparts a study af the fall 1986 first-time f-sshman applicants 
ta the CSU» The stuciy was a replicatian af the transcript ^tudy af the fall 
1985 first-time fr-^oiiman, Bath studies we''^ part af the CSU's Manitaring Plan 
which monitars the changes in the academic pragrams taken in high schaal by 
praspective CSU students. 

Transc -ipts were analyzed far a stratified random sample af fall 1986 
first-time freshmen applicants. The applicants were stratified by eligibility 
status and ethnicity. Analyses were performed of the degree to which the 
applicants had completed both the current subject requirements* of four years af 
English and two years of mathematics and the 1988 comprehensive pattern af 
college preparatory subjects. 

Eligible applicants were found to have taken more college preparatory 
subjects than ineligible applicants. Almost all af the eligible applicants hod 
completed one or more years of both U.S. history and government and laboratory 
science. About three quarters hod completed two years of foreign language and 
about two thirds hod completed three or more years of mathematics. When 
allowance was mode for the missing data, 6^.6 percent of the eligible 
applicants hod completed four years of English. 

In the fall of 1986, regularly admissible applicants who hod not completed 
four years of English and two years of mathematics were admitted on condition 
that they make up the missing subjects early in their undergraduate program. 
About eighty percent of the eligible applicants were admitted without condition 
and most of those admitted conditionally hod not completed the English 
requirement. 

Almost all of the eligible applicants hod completed at least ten of the 
fifteen units in the 1988 comprehensive pattern of subjects. However, not all 
of these hod also completed six out of the seven years of English and 
mothemotic*;. 

The 1986 eligible applicants were compared with those who applied in 1985. 
In all coses the differences were small and in most cases were not 
statistically significant. Wherever statistically significant differences were 
found, they were for minority applicants who showed on improvement in the 
number of college preparatory subjects token in 1986. 
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Introduction 



At its November 1985 meeting, the Board of Trustees adopted a resolution 
that required the fall 1988 first-^ime freshmen applicants to have completed a 
comprehensive pattern of college preparatory subjects to be eligible for 
regular admission to the CSU. The comprehensive pattern of college preparatorv 
subjects adopted by the Board of Trustees is: r r 7 



English 

Mathematics 

U.S. History or U.S. 
History and Government 

Science 

Foreign Language 



Visual and Performing 
Arts 



4 years 
3 years 
1 year 



1 year with laboratory 

2 years in the same language (subject to waiver 
for applicants who demonstrate equivfilent 
competence) 

1 year 



Electives 3 yecrs (courses selected from English, advanced 

mathematics, social studies, laboratory scie.ice, 
agriculture, foreign language, and the visual and 
performing arts) 

To ensure that the requirement did not cause undue hardship on students 
wishing to enroll in the CSU, the Board of Trustees approved a phose^in 
schedule to allow otherwise eligible students who do not hove all fifteen units 
of the comprehensive pattern to be regularly eligible for admission on 
condition that they make up the missing subjects early in their undergraduate 
program. 

The CSU also committed itself to a nonitoring plan aimed at studying the 
effects of the comprehensive subject requirement on prospec" .ve students tc 
ensure that the phase-in schedule ensured that prospective students would not 
be adversely effected by the requirement. This report is port of that 
monitoring plai. It is a study of the degree to which first-time freshmen 
applicants to the CSU for the fall 1986 term hod completed the components of 
the comprehensive pattern of subjects that becomes effective fell 1988. 



Background to the Study. 



The jiossoge of SB 813 required that high school students graduating in 
1987 and thereafter hove completed a mandated core curriculum of subjects. At 
about the some time, the State Board of Education adopted a model curriculum 
which it recommended for all high school graduates. These two measures come at 
a time when there was a notional movement towards more rigorous high school 
programs and at a time when studies perforr.ad ^.n the CSU hod shown a definite 
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relationship between college preparatory high school programs and persistence 
in the CSU. 



In the fall of 198^-, the CSU introduced a requirement that regularly 
admitted first-time freshmen have completed four years of college preparatory 
English and two years of college preparatory mathematics. The adoption of SB 
813 provided an opportunity for the CSU to expand this requirement to include a 
more comprehensive subject requirement. At its November iSS^f meeting, the 
Board of Trustees adopted a resolution directing that "steps be initiated to 
prepare for the adoption of a comprehensive pattern of college preparatory 
subjects as on element of admission requirements for first-time freshmen 
commencing with the fall 1988 term." In the year that /^ollowed, the CSU 
engaged in an intensive study of the likely effects of the proposal. The study 
proceeded on two fronts. First, the CSU engaged in a statewide program of 
consultation with agencies that included intermediate and secondary school 
superintendent^. the State Department of Education, k-12 curriculum 
organizations, and ethnic and minority organizations with educational 
interests. Second, the CSU conducted a number of empirical studies aimed at 
measuring the current and future impact of the existing and proposed subject 
requirements. 

There were three mo, ♦r sources of data that provided the bases for the 
empirical studies. First the CSU»s Division of Institutional Research 
collected data on the fall 1978 first-time freshmen, which linked high school 
transcript information with subsequent CSU performance. The July 1981 report 
"High School Preparation and College Achievement" and the June 1985 Division of 
Analytic Studies report "Implications of the 1983 CPEC Eligibility Study and 
the CSU's Subject Requirements for the CSU's Eligibility Criteria" used these 
data to examine the relationship between college preparatory high school 
subjects and subsequent performance in the CSU. These two reports showed a 
positive relationship between college preparatory subjects taken in high school 
and subsequent performance in the CSU. 

Second, the CSU used the high school transcript data collected by the 
University of California for the 1983 CPEC Eligibility Study to examine the 
effects of some components of the CSU's proposed subject requirements on the 
1983 high school graduatirg population. At the time of the 1983 CPEC study, 
the CSU had no subject requirements and there was little pressure on CSU bound 
high school students to take an academic program. Nevertheless, the report by 
the Division of Analytical Studies titled "Implications of the 1983 CPEC 
Eligibility Study and the CSU's Subject Requirements for the CSU's Eligibility 
Criteria" established a baseline from which the 1986 CPEC Eligibility Study 
will provide a measure cf the adjustment of the high school graduate population 
to the various pressures towards more rigorous academic programs. 

Third, the Division of Analytic Studies undertook a study of the 
transcripts of the fall 1985 first-time freshmen applicants to the CSU. This 
study was the basis of the phase-in schedule which will permit first-time 
frirshmen in the fall of 1988 to be regularly admitted if th©y are otherwise 
eligible but have completed between ten and fourteen and one-half units of the 
required fifteen unit pattern on condition that they make up the missing 
subjects after nrollment. 

In addition the CSU was monitoring the effects of the four years of 
English/two years of mathematics requirement invroduced in 1984. This 
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requirement was to be phased in over three yecs with partial waivers given in 
the first two years. California State University at Los Angeles requested and 
was granted permission to conditionally admit in the fall of 1985 otherwise 
eligible students lacking the partially woivered four/two requirement. CSULA 
felt that full implementation of the requirement as planned in the foil of 1986 
would adversely affect some minority applicants. A stud/ of the conditionally 
admitted students entering CSULA in the foil of 1985 showed o number of block 
students who hod not completed the mQt;.emotics requirement and a number of 
Asians who hod not completed the English requirement. When provided with thjs 
and other information, the Admissions Advisory Council advised the Chancellor 
that the four/two requirement should not be fully implemented in the fall of 
1986 as planned. Insteod. it advised the Chancellor to require that students 
have completed five of the six required units beginning in the fall of 1986 and 
continuing until the lost term before fall 1988. This recoimiendatian was 
adopted. 

This case serves as a model of the woy that the 1988 requirement for a 
comprehensive pattern of college preparatory subjects is to be introduced. The 
Division of Analytic Studies has developed a comprehensive plan which monitors 
the effects of the implementation schedule on the prospective student 
populations. The results of the studies of the monitoring plan will be 
reported to the Admissions Advisory Council which will advise the Chancellor 
regarding the policy implications, if ony. that arise from the monitoring 
process. This study is one of the studies that comprise the monitoring plon. 

Design of the Study. 

This study was meant to be a replication oi the 1985 first-time freshman 
transcript study. The papulation chosen for the study was the populotioi. of 
foil 1986 first-time freshmen applicants who hod submitted a high school 
transcript ♦.o a CCU campus by September 1. 1986. The dote for submission used 
in the 1985 study was July 1. 1985. because the report had to be ready for the 
November meeting of the Board of Trustees. The September date was chosen far 
this 1986 study bncause it provided o more complete population of applicarts 
from which to ::haose the sample and because the transcripts on file after 
Septerier 1 were more likely to include the last semester of high school study. 

On August 25. 1986, Vice Chancellor Vondoment sent memo AS 86-27 to the 
campus presidents requesting thot "each campus submit and ERSA file for oil 
foil 1386 oppliconts with processing reflecting the status as of September 1. 
1986. ERSA is the Enrollment Reporting System - Applicants, which is a 
dotcbose of opplicotlons for odmission to the CSU. A copy of memo AS 86-27 i-i 
attached to this "report as Appendix A. 

The stratification used in the sompling design was the some os thot used 
in vhe 1985 study. Thi» strotif icotion crossed two levels of eligibility 
(eligible and not eligible) with five levels of ethnicity (Asian, block. 
Hispanic, white, and other). The stratified sampling design is shown in 
Toble 1. 



The somple size for the four ethnic groups in the eligible cotegory wos 
650. With 0 sample size of 650, the moxlmum 95 percent confidence intervol 
around o sample percentage is plus or minus 3.84 percent. For the ineligible 
category, a sample size of 550 was used. With this sample size the maximum 95 
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percent confidence interval is plus or minus 4.2 percent. These confidence 
intervals were judged to be sotisfactory for the purposes of the study. A 
smaller sample size was used far "others." The latter was included in the 
sample so that overall percentages could be computed. 



TABLE 1 

STRATIFIED SAMPLING DESIGN FOR THE 1986 TRANSCRIPT STUDY 



Ethnic Gr*oup 



Eligibility 


Asian 


Black 


Hisponic 


White 


Other 


Total 


Eligible 


650 


650 


650 


650 


325 


2925 


Ineligibld 


550 


550 


550 


550 


275 


2'^75 


Total 


1200 


1200 


1200 


1200 


600 


5400 



When all campuses had submitted the^- ERSA files, the total population af 
first-time freshman appliccnts for whom transcripts were available was 
crosstabulated into the cells shown in Table 1. The population of applicants 
is shown in Table 2. Only those applicants whose eligibility had been 
determined were included in the population. 



TABLE 2 



POPULATION OF FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN APPLICANTS FOR THE FALL OF 
1986 AS OF SEPTEMBER 1. 1986 

Ethnic Group 



Eligibility 


Total 


Asian 


Block 


Hispanic 


wrute 


0^:<er 


Eligible 


34.935 
IS. 2% 


5.415 
73.55f 


1.002 
33.95( 


2.935 
59.6^ 


22.637 
85.15J 


2.946 
73.0* 


Ineligible 


10895 


1950 
26.55« 


1954 
66.1^ 


1987 
40.45« 


3958 
14.95« 


1046 
26.2* 


Total 


45,830 


7.365 


2.956 


4.922 


26.595 


3.992 



To generate the sample, a random number generator was used to select 
applicants from the ERSA file fcr the sampling design shown in Table 1 so that 
each applicant in each cell hod or equal probobil ty of being selected for that 
cell. For exomple. the program generated a random number between zero and one 
for each of the 5.415 eligible Asian applicants and selected on applicant for 
the study if the random number was less than 0.12004. This procedure would 
produce a sample of approximately 650 eligible Asians so that each of the 5,415 
eligible Asians hod on equal chance of being in the sample. There were 5,4C8 
applicants in the total sample. 



A set of labels was generated with the social security number an< name of 
each of the applicants in the sample. Also on the label were the eligibility 
status, high school grade point average, test scores and number of units of 
college preparatory English and mathemotics where these were available from th© 
ERSA file. These labels were sent to the campuses with a memo from Vice 
Chancellor Vandament requesting that the high school transcripts for applicants 
in the sample be photocopied and sent to the Chancellor's Office. A copy of 
this memo is attached as Appendix Item B. 



The high school transcripts were evaluated by campus admissions and 
records personnel experienced in the evaluation of academic records. A set of 
guidelines or the evaluations vios developed by the Division of Educational 
Support Services for the evaluators. A copy of the guidelines is attached qs 
Appendix Item C. The evaluators counted the number of college preparatory and 
noncollege preparatory subjects taken in each of the subject categories shown 
above. They also counted other college preparatory subjects and all the 
noncollege preparatory subjects. If the high school grade point average was 
not on the label, the evaluator computed it. If test scores were not on the 
label, the evcluator read them off the tronscript. The evaluators entered 
their evaluations on coding sheets designed specially for the study. A copy of 
o blank coding sheet is attached as Appendix Item D. 

As completed coding sheets were returned to the Chancellor's Office, the 
data were entered and checked for data entry errors. The data from the 
transcript evaluators v^re linked to the data in the ERSA file. In all, 5,^>00 
transcripts were returned by the campuses. When the data were entered it was 
found that a further 327 transcripts had sufficient missing data to prevent a 
determination of eligibility to be made. Usually this was because the grade 
point average was missing or the subject counts were missing. This meant that 
the final sample used in the study comprised 5,073 students. 



TABLE 3 

SAMPLE GENERATED FOR THE 1986 TRANSCRIPT STUDY 



Ethnic Group 



Elig- bility 


Asian 


Black 


Hispanic 


White 


Other 


Total 


Eligible 


631 


602 


636 


665 


314 


2848 


Ineligible 


485 


533 


498 


467 


242 


2225 


Total 


1116 


1135 


1134 


1132 


556 


507? 



The eligibility status of the sample was determined from the data supplied 
by the transcript evaluators. That is, applicants were classified as eligible 
if they satisfied the Eligibility Index and were missing no more than one year 
of the four years of college preparatory English and two years of college 
preparatory mathematics subject requirements. The sample sizes actually 
obtained are shown in Table 3. 
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Results and Analyses. 

To relate the percents calculated from the sample data to the population, 
each record m the sample was weighted. The weights, computed from the 
sampling design ensured, that percents computed for all applicants were 
representative of the population of oppllcants. The first analysis performed 
Involved counting the number of years of each subject thot had been taken by 
the applicants. This is given in Table k for all applicants. Table k shows 
that 5k. 9 percent of the somple completed three or three and one-half years of 
English. While not shown in the table, k^ .7 percent of the total sample 
completed three and one ;^alf years of English. This indicated that there 
might be a problem with incomplete transcripts suggesting that in many cases 
only seven semesters of high school study were present on the transcripts. A 
scan of a random sample of 100 transcripts showed that In eight out of ten 
cases only seven semesters of high school study were present. This had the 
effect of underreporting the number of years of college preparatory study that 
eight out of * ten applicants had taken because subjects taken In the last 
semester were not Included In the analysis. This should be kept in mind when 
interpreting tables generated froiti the data. 

The Fall 1986 Eligibility GrlterlQ. 

In fall 1986, applicants were eligible for regular admission if they 
satisfied the eligibility Index and had completed five out of the six required 
units of English and mathematics. If students did not satisfy the eligibility 
and/or had not completed five out of the six years of required college 
preparatory subjects they were not regularly admissible. Table 5 shows the 
numbers of years of each subject taken by those applicants who were regularly 
admissible. 

Students could not be regular 1/ admitted if they had less than three years 
of English or less than one year of mathematics and no students are In these 
categories of Table 5. A large but unknown number of the v>7.1 percent who have 
three or three and ona half years of English would have completed four years by 
the end of their eighth semester. Only 3.9 percent of the eligible applicants 
had less than two years of mathematics. 

Table 5 also provides information on the xixtent to which the admissible 
applicants had completed components of the 1988 pattern. Two-thirds of the 
eligible applicants had compl<^ted three or more years of mathematics. Almost 
all of the eliglMe applicants had completed one or more years of U.S. history 
and government and one or more years of science. About three-quarters had 
completed two years or more of foreign language but less t.han one-half had 
completed one year of visual and performing arts. 

Table b gives the percents completing various numbers of yoars of college 
preparatory study for those applicants who were rot eligible for admission. In 
all subjects, the ineligible applicants ' topleted fewer years of college 
preparatory study than did the eligible applic-jnts. In Appendix E. Tables E1 
through E8 give the subject counts by ethnicity for eligible and ineligible 
applicants. 

Conditional and Unconditional Admission. 

In the fall of 198F, students could be regularly admitted either 
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TABLE 4 



19S6 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN TRANSCRIPT STUDY 
NUMBER Cr YEARS OF COLLEGE PREPARATORY AND NON-COLLEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 

AU APPLICANTS 



CaLEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



COUEGE PR?P 
MATHEMATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GOVERTtCNT 



COLLEGE PREP 
SCIENCE 



CaLEGE PREP 
FOREIGN UmJAGE 



CaLEGE PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHbR 
COLLEGE PREP 







OMJUTIVE 




CtMJUTIVE 




OJMUUTIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




aniAT4/E 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


37.4 


37.4 


11.9 


11.9 


.8 


.8 


2.6 


2.6 


3.8 


3.8 


3.9 


3.9 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


54.9 


92.3 


44.7 


56.6 


7.3 


8.1 


15.4 


18.1 


23.5 


27.3 


5.3 


9.2 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


5.6 


97.9 


30.4 


87.0 


25.5 


33.6 


tO.3 


58.4 


44.0 


71.3 


8.4 


17.7 


1 OR 1 .5 YEARS 


1.4 


99.3 


9.9 


V6.9 


63.4 


97.0 


32.9 


91.3 


18.8 


90.1 


22.4 


40.0 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


.7 


100.0 


5.1 


100.0 


3.0 


100.0 


8.7 


100.0 


9.9 


100.0 


60.0 


100.0 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



7.6 
8.5 
22.7 
38.0 
23.1 



7.6 
16.2 
38.9 
76.9 
100.0 



NON CaL PREP 
ENGLISH 



NON COLL PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



NONCaL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON COa PREP 
FGilGN LANGUAGE 



NON COLL PREP 
VISUAL ft PCRFORMING ARTS 



OTHER NON 
COLLEGE PREP 



CUMUUTIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



OJMUUTIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



4 OR MORE YEARS 
3 OR 3.5 YEARS 
2 OR 2.5 YEARS 
1 OR 1.5 YEARS 
0 OR 0.5 YEARS 



.8 
1.2 
2.7 
7.4 
87.9 



8 

2.0 
4.7 
12.1 
100.0 



.2 
1.4 

21.0 
70.6 



.2 
1.5 
8.3 
29.4 
1O0.0 



.1 
.3 
2.3 
20.4 
77.0 



.1 
.4 

2.6 
23.0 
100.0 



.1 
.1 
.7 
5.1 
94.0 



.1 
.2 
.9 
6.0 
100.0 



.3 
.9 
2.6 
8.0 
88.2 



.3 
1.1 
3.8 
11.8 
100.0 



25.5 
18.3 
20.1 
16.1 
20.0 



25.5 
43.8 
63.9 
80.0 
100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 5073 



POPULATION SIZE 45830 
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TABLE ^ 



i986 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN TRANSCRIPT STUDY 
NUMBER OF YEARS OF COLLEGE PREPARATORY AND NONHXILEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
ALL ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS 



vo 





COLLEGE PREP 


CaLEGE PREP 


U.S. HISTORY/ 


CaLEGE PREP 


aXLEGE PREP 


COLLEGE PREP 


OTHER 




ENGLISH 


n.THEMATICS 


GOVEP^fCNT 


SCIENCE 


FOREIGN LANGUAGE 


VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 


COLLEGE PREP 






OJMUUTIVE 


OJMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 


CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


42.9 


4^5.9 


14.5 14.5 


.9 .9 


3.2 3.2 


4.5 4.5 


4.1 4.1 


7.6 


7.6 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


57.1 


100.0 


52.6 67.1 


7.5 8.4 


18.3 21.5 


27.2 31.8 


5.8 10.0 


8.7 


16.3 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


28.9 96.1 


25.1 33.5 


44.0 65.5 


46.8 7d.5 


8.4 18.4 


24.0 


40.3 


1 OR ? 5 YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


3.9 100.0 


64.2 97.8 


29.2 94.7 


15.1 93.6 


22.1 40.5 


39.2 


79.4 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 100.0 


2.2 100.0 


5.3 100.0 


6.4 100.0 


59.5 100.0 


20.6 


100.0 




NCN Cai PREP 


NON CaL PREP 




NON CaL PREP 


NON COLL PREP 


NON COLL PREP 


OTHER NON 




err^jSH 


MATHEMATICS 




SCIENCE 


FOREIGf^ LANGUAGE 


VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 


CaLEGE PREP 






afwXATIVE 


CtfUATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 




PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MO^: YEARS 


.2 


.2 


.0 .0 




.0 .0 


.0 .0 


.3 .3 


23.6 


23.6 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


.5 


.6 


.3 .3 




.2 .2 


.1 .1 


1.0 1.3 


18.1 


41.7 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


1.2 


1.8 


3.1 3.4 




1.3 1.5 


.6 .7 


2.7 3.9 


21.1 


62.8 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


4.0 


5.8 


16.8 20.2 




18.2 19.7 


3.2 3.9 


7.7 11.6 


16.7 


79.5 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


94.2 


100.0 


79.8 100.0 




80.3 100.0 


9i'^.l 100.0 


88. A 100.0 


20.5 


100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 2848 POPULATION SIZE 34935 
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TABLE 6 



1986 FIRST-TIME FRES^' Bi TIWNSCRIPT STIOY 
NUHBER OF YEARS OF CaiEGE PREPARATOkY AND NQTHXILEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
ALL INELIGIBLE APPLICANTS 



CaLEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



CaLEGE PREP 
HATHENATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GQVERMCNT 



COLLEGE PREP 
SCIcNCf:' 



CaLEGE PREP 

FOREIGN \jmm. 



C0» lEGE PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER 
CaLEGE PREP 







aJMUUTiVE 




CtlUATiVE 




CINULATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OltUTIVc 




CUMULATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR HGRE YEARS 


20.0 


20.0 


3.6 


3.6 


.6 


.6 


.8 


.8 


1.5 


1.5 


3.1 


3.1 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


47.7 


67.7 


19.2 


22.9 


6.5 


7.1 


6.4 


7.1 


11.5 


13.0 


3.7 


6.8 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


23.6 


91.4 


35.1 


58.0 


26.9 


34.0 


28.5 


35.6 


35.1 


48.1 


8.5 


15.3 


1 OR 1.5 YFARS 


5.7 


!^7.1 


29.1 


87.1 


60.6 


94.5 


44.9 


80.5 


30.8 


78.9 


23.1 


38.4 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


2.9 


100." 


12.9 


100.0 


5.5 


100.0 


19.5 


100.0 


21.1 


100.0 


61.6 


100.0 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



7.8 
7.9 
18.7 
34.3 
31.2 



7.8 
15.8 
34.5 
68.8 
100.0 



m CCLl PREP 
ENGLISH 



NCM CaL PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



NON CaL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON CaL PREP 
FOREIGN LltfCUAGk: 



NON CaL PREP 
VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER NON 
CaLEGE PREP 







CUMUUTIVE 




CUMUUTIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


3.0 


3.0 


.7 


.7 


.3 


.3 


.2 


.2 


.3 


.3 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


3.4 


6.5 


4.8 


5.5 


.5 


.8 


.0 


.3 


.5 


.8 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


7.4 


13.9 


18.5 


24.0 


5.3 


6.1 


1.1 


1.3 


2.6 


3.4 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


18.3 


32.2 


34.6 


58.6 


27.7 


33.8 


11.3 


12.6 


8.9 


12.2 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 




100.0 


41.4 


100.0 


66.2 


100.0 


87.4 


100.0 


87.8 


100.0 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



31.5 
19.0 
17,0 
14.0 
18.4 



31.5 
50.5 
67.6 
81.6 
100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 2225 



POPULATION SIZE 10895 
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conditionally or unconaitlonolly. students were unconditionally eligible for 
regular admission if they s-jtisfled the eligibili*- index and had completed 
four years of English and two years of mathematics. They were conditionally 
eligible for regular admission if they satisfied the eligibility index and wer*. 
missing no more than one year of the 4/2 requirement. Applicants who were 
regularly eligible for admission in the fall of 1986 were admitted' 
unconditionally if they had canpleted four years of English and two years of 
mothefflotics, which was the subject requirement. if they were missing no more 
than one year out of th« total six year requirement, they were regularly 
admissible on the condition that they moke up the missing subjects early m 
their undergraduate progrom. Table 7 shows the percents who 'vere 
unconditionally and conditionally admissible with the conditional adnittees 
categorized by condition. Of all eligible applicants, 41.0 percent were 
admissible without condition onC 59.0 percent were admissible with condition 
There wos little difference in the percent of eli.^ble Asian, Hispanic and 
vrtiite applicants who were unconditionally admissible, but blacks at 35 4 
percent were lower than the other ethnic groups. in each ethnic group, about 
half the eligible applicants were missing English only. 



TABLE 7 

PERCENTS OF REGULARLY ADMISSIBLE 1986 APPLICANTS WHO WERE UNCONDITIONALLY 
AND CONDITIONALLY ADMITTED WITH CONDITIONAL ADMITS 
CLASSIFIL^ BY CONDITION OF ADMISSION. 



All 

Applicants Asian 

Unconditional 41.0 42.8 

Total Conditional 59.0 57.2 



Black Hispanic White 
35.4 ti.2 i»o.8 

64.6 58.8 59.2 



Missing Math 
Only 



1.9 



0.8 



4.3 



2.2 



2.0 



Missing English 
Only 



55. 1 



55.0 



56.6 54.1 



55.2 



Missing Both 
English & Math 



2.0 



1.4 



3.7 



2.5 



2.1 



In Table 7. most of the conditional applicants were missing English only 
and this number is exaggerated by the missing last semester in some of the high 
school transcripts. To compensate for this effect. Table 8 shows the percents 
who were unconditionally and conditionally eligiole when those applicants who 
had seven semesters of English were treated as if they had eight. The percents 
of all eligible applicants who were unconditionally admissible rose ,0 84.3 
percent. The largest conditional • -jtegory was still "Missing English only." 
the percents in this category range from 15.1 percent for Asians to 10.7 
percent for whites. Blacks had the highest number missing mathematics only ot 
8.0 percent while Asians had the lowest at 2.2 percent. No appliconts were 
missing both English ond mathematics. Tr^le 8A shows the same percents as 
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Table 8 far the 1985 applicants. A camparisan af Table 8 and Table 8A shaws a 
small impravement in all the percent-, who were admitted uncanditianally . 
Hawever, all af the differences are small and nane are statistically 



significant < 



TABLE 8 



PERCENTS OF THOSE REGULARLY ADMISSIBLE 1986 APPLICANTS WHO WERE 
UNCONDITIONALLY AND CONDITIONALLY ADMITTED WITH CONDITIONAL ADMITS 
CLASSIFIED BY CONDITION OF ADMISSION AFTER 
THOSE WITH SEVEN UNITS OF ENGLISH WERE 
GJVEhl EIGHT UNITS. 

Ai? 

Applicants Asian Black Hispanic White 
Unconditianal 84.3 82.7 79.7 81.9 85.3 

Tatol Canditianal 15.7 17.3 20.3 18.1 14.7 



mssing Math 3.9 2.2 8.0 4.7 

Only 



4.1 



Missing English 11.8 15.1 12.3 13.4 10.7 

Only 

Missing Bath 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

English & Moth 

TABLE 8A 

PERCENTS OF THOSE REGULARLY ADMISSIBLE 1985 APPLICANTS WHO WERE 
UNCONDITIONALLY AND CONDITIONALLY ADMITTED WITH CONDITIONAL ADMITS 
CLASSIFIED BY CONDITION OF ADMISSION AFTER 
THOSE WITH SEVEN UNITS OF ENGLISH WERE 
GIVEN EIGHT UNITS. 



All 

Applicants Asian Black Hispanic White 

Unconditianal 83 1 80.0 77.7 80.0 84.4 

Tatal Canditianal 16.9 20.0 23.3 20.0 15.6 



Missing Math 2.2 1.2 9.8 3.1 1.9 

Only 

Missing fnglish 14.7 18.8 12.5 16.9 13.6 

Only 

Missing Bath 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 

English' & Math 
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The Foil 1986 Eligibility Criteria. 

To be regularly eligible in the fall af 1988. applicants will have ta have 
completed ten of the fifteen years of the comprehensive pattern and also have 
completed six out of the total of seven* years of English and mathematics. 
Table 9 shows the cumulative percents of the eligible applicants who had 
completed various numbers of years of the comprehensive pattern. Overall. 98.8 
percent had completed ten or more years of the pattern and th^re is very little 
variation between the four ethnic groups. However, not all of these applicants 
had completed six out of the seven years of English and mathematics. The 1986 
requirement for regular admission wos five out of six. Table 10 shows the 
percents cf eligible applicants categorized by the 1988 phased-in subject 
requirements. Table 11 shows the same results for 1985 applicants who were 
eligible by the 1986 criteria. In both Table 10 and Table 10A. those students 

TABLE 9 



NUMBER OF YEARS OF THE 1988 COMPREHENSIVE PATTERN OF COLLEGE 
PREPARATORY SUBJECTS SATISFIED BY 1986 APPLICANTS WHO MET THE 
1986 ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA. 



Number of Years 


All 










of coll prep stufly 


Applicants 


Asian 


Black 


Hispanic 


White 


15 


8.8 


8.6 


6.8 


7.1 


9.2 


U 




49.6 


37.2 


42.8 


44.1 


13 


79.0 


85.4 


73.3 


76.7 


78.2 


12 


91.1 


93.3 


91.9 


89.2 


90.5 


11 


96.6 


98.4 


97.0 


95.6 


95.9 


10 


98.8 


99.7 


98.8 


98.7 


98.5 


9 


99.7 


99.8 


99.8 


99.7 


99.5 


8 


99.9 


100,0 


100.0 


99.8 


99.9 


7 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



TABLE 10 

ELIGIBLE 1986 APPLICANTS CATEGORIZED BY THE PROPOSED 1988 
PHASE-IN SUBJECT REQUIREMENTS. 

All 

Applicants Asian Black Hispanic White 



L©.-«? Than 10 Years 
ol Pattern 



1.2 



0.3 



1.2 



1.3 



1.5 



10 ar More Years 
of Pattern - Less 
Than 6 out of 7 



7.9 



5.5 



12.3 



9.0 



8.1 



10 of More Years 
of Pattern - At 
Least 6 out of 7 



90.9 



94.2 



86.5 



89.7 



90.4 
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who had seven semesters of English were considered to hove completed eight to 
compensate for the missing last semester m the high school transcripts. In 
both 1986 and 1985 almost all of the eligible applicants had at least ten of 
the fifteen years in the pattern. The percents of those with ten or more years 
of the pattern and six out of seven years of English and mathematics rose for 
all ethnic groups except %^ites. However only the difference for blacks was 
statistically significant and the changes for Hlspanlcs and whites in 
particular were no more than would be expected from sampling error. Also the 
overall decrease in the percent having six out of the seven years is not 
statistically significant and is largely determined by the decraase for whites 
because they are the largest group. Thus for minority applicants, the change 
is in the desired direction but is stotistically -Significant only for blacks. 



TABLE 10A 



1985 APPLICANTS ELIGIBLE BY 1986 CRITERIA CATEGORIZED BY THE PROPOSED 1988 
PHASE-IN SUBJECT REQUIREMENTS. 



All 

Applicants Asxon Black Hispanic White 

Less Than 10 Years i.i 2.6 2.9 1.7 0.7 
of Pattern 

10 or More Years 7.0 5.9 15.0 9.1 6.7 
of Pattern - Less 
Than 8 out of 



10 of More Years 91.8 91.5 82.1 89.2 92.5 

of Pattern - At 
Least 6 out of 7 



TABLE 11 



NUMBER OF YEARS OF THE 1988 COMPREHENSIVE PATTERN OF COLLEGE 
PREPARATORY SUBJECTS SATISFIED BY FALL 1986 APPLICANTS WHO SATISFIED 
THE ELIGIBILITY INDEX BUT NOT NECESSARILY THE 1986 SUBJECT REQUIREMENT 



Number of years 


All 










of coll prep study 


Applicants 


Asian 


Black 


Hispanic 


White 


15 




7.8 


5.7 


6.4 


8.9 




1*2. i* 


45.0 


31.4 


39.0 


42.9 


15 


75.3 


'/5.8 


63.0 


70.0 


76.3 


12 


87.9 


86.4 


83.3 


83.1 


88.8 


11 


94.2 


92.8 


91.6 


91 .2 


94.8 


10 


97.4 


95.9 


95.3 


96.1 


97.8 


9. 


98.8 


97.7 


97.7 


97.9 


99.1 


8. 


99.4 


98.8 


98.8 


98.5 


99.6 


7 


99 7 


99.5 


99.1 


99.4 


99.8 


6 


99.8 


99.7 


99.1 


99.8 


99.9 
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The Master Plan requires that the CSU select its first-time freshmen from 
the top one-third of the California public high school graduating population. 
The CSU uses the eligibility index to define the top one-third. Following the 
1983 CPEC Eligibility Study, the CSU recalibrated the eligibility index to 
cutoff more precisely one-third of the high school graduating class. This 
recalibrated eligibility index was first implemented in the foil of 1985. 
Table 11 gives the cumulative percents of those 1986 applicants who satisfied 
the eligibility index, but not necessarily the 5/6 subject requirement who had 
completed various numbers of years of the fifteen year pattern. Table 11A 
gives the sane pe cents for the 1985 applicants. 



TABLE 11A 



NUMBER OF YEARS OF THE 1988 COMPREHENSIVE PATTF M OF COLLEGE 
PREPARATORY SUBJECTS SATISFIED BY FALL 1985 APPLICANTS WHO SATISFIED 
THE ELIGIBILITY INDEX BUT NOT NECESSARILY THE 1986 SUBJECT REQUIREMENT 



Number of years 


All 










of coll prep s*-"dy 


Applicants 


Asian 


Block 


Hispanic 


White 


15 


8.4 


6.3 


6.4 


h.5 


9.9 


r 


39.5 


39.3 


32.1 


33.8 


40.5 


13 


74.7 


69.4 


64.7 


68.4 


76.8 


12 


88.3 


81.3 


83.6 


83.0 


90.4 


11 


94.2 


87.9 


91.1 


90.5 


96.2 


10 


96.7 


91.0 


94.5 


94.4 


98.5 


9. 


98. 1 


95.3 


96.4 


96.1 


99.2 


8. 


98.6 


96.9 


97.6 


97.8 


99.2 


7 


99.4 


98.5 


97.6 


98.5 


99.8 


6 


99.7 


99.5 


99.2 


99.2 


99.9 



TABLE 12 

1986 APPLICANTS WHO SATISFIED THE ELIGIBILITY INDEX BUT NOT NECESSARILY 
THE 1986 SUBJECT REQUIREMENTS CATEGORIZED BY THE PROPOSED 1988 
PHASED-IN SUBJECT REQUIREMENTS. 

All 

Applicants Asian Black Hispanic White 



Less Than 10 Years 
of Pattern 



2.6 



4.1 



4.7 



i.9 



2.2 



10 or More Years 
of Pattern - Less 
Than 6 out of 7 



11.0 



10.6 



22.4 



14.4 



9.8 



10 of More Years 
of Pattern - At 
Least 6 out of 7 



86.4 



85.3 



72. P 



81.8 



88.0 
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Comparing the percents who had campleted ten or mare years af the pattern 
in Tables 11 and 11 A. there was a slight overall increase and all ethnic groups 
except whites improved. However, neither the overoll chonge no- the changes 
for blocks, Hisponics or whites were stotisticolly significont. Only the 
chonge for Asions from 91.0 percent in 1985 to 95.9 percent in 1986 wos 
stotisticolly significant. 



TABLE 12A 

1985 APPLICANTS WHO SATISFIED THE ELIGIBILITY INDEX BUT NOT NECESSARILY 
THE 1986 SUBJECT REQUIREMtCJTS CATEGORIZED BY THE PROPOSED 1988 
PHASE-IN SUBJECT REQUIREMENTS. 

All 

Applicants Asian Block Hispanic White 



Less Thon 10 Yeors 3.3 9.0 5.5 5.6 

of Potter n 



1.5 



10 or More Yeors 10.9 l^f.O 23.7 13.3 9.4 

of Pattern - Less 
Thon 6 ou of 7 



10 of More Yeors 85.8 77.1 70.7 81.2 

of Pottern - At 
Leost 6 out of 7 



89.1 



Tobies 12 ond 12A show doto for those 1986 ond 1985 applicants who were in 
the top one-third but hod not necessorily satisfied the 1986 subject 
requirements. The percents ore shown for those who did not hove ten out of the 
fifteen units in the 1988 pottern, those who hod at least ten out of the 
fifteen units, but did not hove six out of the seven years of English and 
mathematics ond those who hod both. There wos o slight improvement in the 
number sotisfying both requirements for oil of the groups except whites. 
However, only the chonge from 77.1 percent to 85.3 percent for Asions was 
stotisticuxiy significont. The overoll chonge from 85.8 to 86.4 wos olso not 
stotisticolly significont. 



Conclusion. 

This poper reported onolyses of the ronscripts of foil 1986 first-time 
freshmon oppliconts to the CSli ond wo? o re^^licotion of o similor study of fall 
1985 oppliconts. It is port of the CSU*s Monitoring Plon whose role is to 
monitor chonges in the ocodemic high school progroms token by prospective C5^U 
students thot hove ond will result from the vorious pressures for more rigorous 
high school progroms. 

The doto for the study comprised anolysos of 5,073 tronscripts of o 
strotified rondom somple of foil 1986 first-time freshmon oppliconts. The 
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analyses performed cancei.^rated an the high school subjects token by those 
applicants who were eligible for regular admission. These analyses tended to 
underestimate the number of subjects token to and unknown extent because obout 
eight out of ten tr onscripts were missing the lost semester of high school 
study. 

Almost oil of the eligible oppliconts hod competed one year of U.S. 
history ond one yeor of loboratory science. About three (,jarters hod completed 
two years of foreign longuoge and obout two thirds hod completed three or more 
years of mathemotics. Becouse of .he missing lost semester, it wos not 
possible to accurately estimate how many students hod completed four yeors of 
English, but 84.6 percent hod completed 7 or more semesters. Only percent 
of the eligible applicants hod completed* one yeor of visual and performing 
orts. 

Once on allowance wos mode for the missing lost semester of English, ever 
eighty percent of the eligible oppliconts were found to be unconditionally 
admissible. Most of those who were odmitted conditionolly were missing study in 
English. 

Almost oil of the eligible oppliconts hod c^.npleted ten or more yeors of 
the 1988 comprehensive pattern. However, not all of these hod met the six out 
ot seven requirement in English ond mathematics. Overall, about eight percent 
of the eligible oppliconts hod completed ten or more yeors of the subject 
pattern but hod not completed six out of the seven yeors of the English ond 
mathematics requirements. 

When the 19S6 applicants were compored with the 1985 oppliconts, most of 
the differences were smoll and not statistically significont. All of the 
statistically significant differences thot were found were coses in which 
minority applicants showed on improvement in the number of * jllege preporotory 
subjects token. 
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THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY Appendix A 

Office of (he Chancellor 
400 Golden Shore 
Long Beach, California 90802 

(213) 590. 5607 



Code: AS 86-27 

• Date: August 25, 1986 I REPLY REQUESTED BY: 

I Se p tember 15. 1986 

To: Presidents 

\^ 

from: Mil Ham E. Vandamen^. 

Provost and Vice Chancellor 
Academic Affairs 



Subject: ERSA: Fall 1986 Applicants 



With AS 84*21 t Applications and Admission Report (ERSA), we initiated an 
effort to collect more data on applications and admissions. ERSA has 
provided valuable data on characteristics of CSU applicants and made it 
possible to delete several reports on applications and redirection. 

Me now need to study further the probable impact on our current first-time 
freshmen applicants resulting from current and proposed course pattern 
requirements. Me are therefore asking each campus to submit an ERSA file 
for all Fall 1986 applicants with processing reflecting the status as of 
September 1, 1986. Please make every effort possible to have the file as 
up-to-date as possible, giving special attention to the following Jata 
elements for first-time freshmen: 



Admission Basis Code 
Admission Status 
Birth Date 

C-^lege Preparatory English 
College Preparatory Mathematics 
Ethnic Code 

High School Grade Point Average 
Institution Origin Code 
Test Scores (ACT or SAT) 



So that we may meet a deadline for a February 1987 report to the 
California Postsecondary Education Commission, we are asking that you 
permit the file to our account WERSAHW no later t^an September l!>, 1986. 
If you anticipate any problems in meeting this deadline, please call 
Dr, Ralph Bigelow, Director, Analytic Studies at (ATSS) 635-5607 • 



Distribution: 




ATTENTION: DEANS/DIRECTORS, ADMISSIONS AND RECORDS 

DIRECTORS OF INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH 
Vice Presidents, Academic Affairs 
Vice Presidents/Deans of Student Affairs 
Computer Center Direct ts 
Admissions Officers 
Registrars 

Relations with School Officers on 
Legislative Analyst 
Chancellor's Office Staff 



THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY Appendix B 

Office of the Chancellor 
400 Golden Shore 
Long Beach, California 90802 

(213) 590- 5 7 08 



Code: 



ESSIR 86-33 



Date: October 1, 198^ 
To: Presidents 



From: ^lilliam E. Vandament 

Provout and Vice Chancellor 
Academic Affairs 




Response requested 
by October 20. 1986 



2 



Subject: Transcripts for Fall 1986 First-Time Freshman Applicant s 

He have authorized a study of the transcripts of a sample of 
first-time freshman applicants^ fall 1986, as part of a series 
of studies relating to changes in undergr idu<»te admission 
requirements. The purposes of the study are to further our 
understanding of the extent to which current freshman 
applicants complete college preparatory courses in secondary 
school and to respond to the 1986 Budget Act, which requires a 
special report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission. 



The Division of Analytic studies has dra%m a stratified random 
sample of applicants from the public high schools in 
California. Identification of those in the sample was made by 
analysis of ERSA files, for freshmen, that the caoipuses 
submitted in response to AS 86-27. The total number in the 
sample, for all campuses, is approximately 5,400, which will 
give us sufficient numbers to draw inferences for subgroups of 
the sample with sufficient confidence that the results will be 
representative of the cotal freshman applicant population from 
the public high ischools in California. 

We now request the participation of your admissions and records 
office in providing copies of the high school transcripts for 
the applicants from your campus selected for the sample. 
Attached is a list of applicants so selected and a set of 
labels for the same indi^^iduals, with instructions for 
providing the transcripts. 



Attachments 



Distribution; 



ATTENTION: DEANS /DI RECTORS , ADMISSIONS AND RECORDS 

DIRECTORS OF INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH 
Vice Presidents, Academic Affairs 
Vice Presidents/Deans, Student Affairs 
Admission Officers 
Relations with Schools Officers 
Legislative Analyst 
Chancellor's Office Staff 
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ATTACHMENT 



Fall 1986 First-Time Freshman Transccipt study ESSIR 86-33 
Instructions for Submitting Transcripts OCTOBER l, 1986 



1. Using the list of applicants selected for the sample as a 
control, locate the admission file for each person listed.* 

2. Photocopy the complete high school transcript. Ensure 
that the toner supply in the photocopier is fresh, that 
the glass is cloan. and that machine controls are set to 
give a clear, legible image of each record copied, staple 
the pages of each record that is of more than one page. 

3. Affix the label for each applicant to the first page of 
the copy of that applicant's transcript. Use care that 
the label, when affixed, does not cover any part of the 
course record or test score results. 

4. Batch all transcripts for those in the sample: use the 
list to double check that all records are present. 

5. Send the batch of transcripts with tl.e control list, on 
or before October 20. 1986 to: 

Educationa] Support Services 

Attn: Ms. Vivian Franco 

The California state University 

400 Golden Shore 

Long !ieach. California 90802 

We thank you for your cooperation and assistance in this 
endeavor. Refer questions about this effort to either 
Terrence Dunn or Ralph Bigelow (ATSS 635-5607) 



*Two copies of the list are provided: one in alphabetic order 
by student name; the other, in student ID order. 
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L va 1 uat i ntj fran^^cr i pt s Appendix C 

for the? 

Fall iy8b First -time Freshman Transcript Study 

GUIDELINES 

The purpose :»f the Fall ISOB First--time Freshman TranscY-ipt Study 
is to identify the number of semesters of study that CSU fall 
1986 applicants for freshman admission have completed that are 
applicable to the comprehensive pattern of college preparatory 
subjects that becomes effective fall 1988. CSU evaluators have 
direct experience in identifying college preparatory study in 
English and mathematics using the rules and recorrmendat ions 
published in the Evaluations Handbook; 1984-85 . 

For the subject requirements in English, mathematics < including 
the third year), US history and government, laboratory science, 
forei'-^i language, and elect ives, CSU evaluators will use the 
secondary school courses listed on "Courses to Meet Requirements 
for ftdmission to the University of California." 

For the CSU requirement in visual and performing arts, secondary 
school courses published in UC lists will of course be 
applicable. But in addition, CSU will use courses not on UC 
lists to apply towards the one-year subject requirement in visual 
and performing arts. For purposes of this study, evaluators 
should refer to the September 1986 issue of CSU School and 
College Review for guidelines. 

In addition, the following types of courses will be considered 
college preparatory: Advanced Placement courses (CEEB), Honors 
courses (see Evaluations Handbook, pages S-6), and any course 
with the symbol "P" as part of the entry. 

CSU also includes study in agriculture as part of the elect ives 
requirement. For purposes of this fall 1986 study, any secondary 
school course in agriculture may apply. 

RB: October 1986 
guide8& 
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FALL 1986 FIRST-TIME FRESHMAN TRANSCRIPT STUDY 
TRANSCRIPT EVALUATORS CODE SHEET 
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TABLE El 



1986 FIRST-TIHE FRESHHEN TWWSOIIPT STUDV 
NUMBER OF YEARS OF COLLEQE PREPARATORY AND fOHaiEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
aiQIBLE ASIAN APPLICANTS 



CaLEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



COUEGE PREP 
HATHEHATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GOVERMCNT 



COLEGE PREP 
SC^*XE 



COLLEGE PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



COLLEGE PREP 
VISUAL k PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER 
CaLEGE PREP 







OIUATIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OmATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




CUHUUnVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


43.6 


43.6 


26.5 


26.5 


1.0 


1.0 


4.8 


4.8 


5.2 


5,2 


1.7 


1.7 


6.0 


6.0 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


56.4 


100.0 


52.8 


79.2 


8.9 


9.8 


25.2 


30.0 


27.6 


32.8 


3.8 


5.5 


8.4 


14.4 


2 OR 2.5 YEARr> 


0.0 


100.0 


18.5 


97.8 


34.2 


44.1 


50.4 


80.3 


45.5 


78.3 


7.6 


13.2 


24.6 


39.0 


1 OR 1.S YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


2.2 


100.0 


54.4 


98.4 


16.8 


97.1 


16.0 


94.3 


21.7 


34.9 


40.9 


79.9 


0 OR 0.5 VEA»(S 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


100.0 


1.6 


100.0 


2.9 


100.0 


5.7 


100.0 


65.1 


100.0 


20.1 


100.0 



NON CaL PREP 
ENGLISH 



non oil prep 
hathehatics 



NON COLL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON COa PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



NON CaL PREP 
VISUAL k PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER NON 
CaLEGE PREP 







OIUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 






PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCD7 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


1.0 


1.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


^ 0 


0.0 


21.4 


3 OR 3.5 YEA/^S 


1.7 


2.7 


.6 


.6 


.5 


.5 


.2 


.2 


.3 


.3 


16.0 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


5.1 


7.8 


2.5 


3.2 


.8 


1.3 


.3 


.5 


1.6 


1.9 


22.0 


1 OR ^ .5 YEARS 


9.7 


17.4 


17.J 


20 4 


15.4 


16.6 


1.6 


2.1 


5.2 


7.1 


18.5 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


82.6 


100.0 


79.6 


100.0 


83.4 


100.0 


97.9 


100.0 


92.9 


100.0 


22.0 



OIUATIVE 
PERCENT 

2U4 
37.4 
59.4 
78.0 
100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 631 



POPaATION SIZE 5415 



TCS" - ANALYTICAL STUDIES 
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TABLE £2 



1986 FIRST-TIME FRESHPEN TRANSCRIPT STUOy 
HK0t OF YEARS OF COLLEGE PREPARATORY AND NQN-COLLEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
aiGIBLE BLACK APPLICANTS 



CaiEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



COLLEGE PREP 
NATHEHATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GOVERTtCNT 



COLLEGE PREP 
SCIENCE 



COUEGE PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



COUEGE PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORNING ARTS 



OTHER 
CaLEGE PREP 



4 OR nORE YEARS 
J OR 5.5 YEARS 
2 OR 2.5 YEARS 
1 OR 1.5 YEARS 
0 OR 0.5 YEARS 





OfUATIVE 




OMIATIVE 




CtfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OJNULATIVE 




OMIATIVE 




OJMUUTIVE 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


39.7 


39.7 


13.0 


13.0 


1.3 


1.3 


1.2 


1.2 


3.8 


3.8 


2.7 


2.7 


7.8 


7.8 


60.3 


100.0 


45.5 


58.5 


8.8 


10.1 


16.4 


17.6 


22.3 


26.1 


4.8 


7.5 


9.0 


16.8 


0«0 


100.0 


33.6 


92.0 


32.6 


42.7 


49.2 


66.8 


49.5 


75.6 


9.6 


17.3 


21.6 


38.4 


0.0 


100.0 


8.0 


100.0 


56.0 


98.7 


50.2 


97.0 


19.8 


95.3 


20.4 


37.7 


36.4 


74.8 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


100.0 


1.3 


100.0 


3.0 


100.0 


4.7 


100.0 


62.3 


100.0 


25.2 


100.0 



NON CaL PREP 
ENGLISH 



NON COU PREP 
NATHENATICS 



NON CaL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON COLL PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



NON COLL PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 









OfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




OfUATIVE 








PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR 


NORE YEARS 


1.0 


1.0 


.5 


.5 


.2 


.2 


0.0 


0.0 


.3 


.3 


28.2 


3 OR 


3.5 YEARS 


1.4 


2.4 


.5 


1.0 


.2 


.3 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.5 


15.1 


2 OR 


2.5 YEARS 


2.7 


5.1 


5.3 


6.3 


.8 


1.2 


.3 


.5 


1.3 


1.8 


22.9 


1 OR 


1.5 YEARS 


9.0 


14.1 


23.6 


29.9 


18.3 


19.4 


1.8 


2.3 


6.3 


8.1 


16.1 


0 OR 


0.5 YEARS 


85.9 


100.0 


70.1 


100.0 


80.6 


100.0 


97.7 


100.0 


91.9 


100.0 


17.6 



OTHER NON 
COLEGE PREP 

OfUATIVE 



28.2 
43.4 
66.3 
82.4 

lOO.O 



SAMPLE SIZF 602 



POPULATION SIZE 1002 
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TABLE E5 



1?86 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN TRANSCRIPT STUDY 
NUMBER OF YEARS OF CaiEGE PREPARATORY AND NGN*CaLEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
aiGIBLE HISPANIC APPLIDWTS 





COLLEGE PREP 


COLLEGE PREP 


U.S. HISTORY/ 


COLLEGE PREP 


rXtLEGE PREP 


CaLEGE PREP 


OTHER 




ENGLISH 


MATHEMATICS 


GOVERNMENT 


SCIENCE 


FOREIGN LANGUAGE 


VISUAL & PERFORMING ARTS 


CaLEGE PREP 




CIMJLATIVE 


OJMULATIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 




CUMUUTIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 




PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


43.4 43.4 


15.1 15.1 


.8 .8 


2.0 2.0 


5.5 5.5 


5.1 


5.1 


11.2 11.2 


5 OR 3.5 YEARS 


56.6 100.0 


52.2 67.3 


6.9 7.7 


18.7 20.8 


2S.6 51.0 


5.0 


8.2 


7.5 18.7 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


0.0 100.0 


28.0 95.3 


30.5 38.2 


44.8 65.6 


48.6 79.6 


6.5 


14.5 


21.1 59.8 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


0.0 100.0 


4.7 100.0 


59.4 97.6 


50.0 95.6 


15.1 94.7 


20.1 


54.6 


57,4 77.2 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


0.0 100.0 


O.C 100.0 


2.4 100.0 


4.4 100.0 


5.5 100.0 


65.4 


100.0 


22.8 100.0 




NON CaL PREP 


NON CaL PREP 




NON CaL PREP 


NON COl PREP 


NON CaL PREP 


OTHER NON 




ENGLISH 


MATHEMATICS 




SCIENCE 


FOREIGN LANGUAGE 


VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 


CaLEGE PREP 




CUMULATIVE 


CtfUATIVE 




QJMULATIVC 


CtimTIVE 




CUMUUTIVE 


CUMUUTIVE 




PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 




PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT PERCENT 


4 OR nORE YEARS 


0.0 0.0 


0.0 0.0 




0.0 0.0 


0.0 0.0 


.5 


.5 


28.9 28.9 


5 OR 3.5 YEARS 


.5 .5 


.6 .6 




.5 .5 


0.0 0.0 


.8 


1.5 


17.3 46.2 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


.5 .9 


2.8 3.5 




1.4 1.9 


0.5 J.5 


1.1 


2.4 


19.0 65.5 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


3.6 4.6 


23.1 26.6 




19.8 21.7 


6.0 6.5 


10.4 


12.7 


11.6 76.9 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


95.4 100.0 


73.4 100.0 




78.5 100.0 


95.5 100.0 


87.5 


100.0 


23.1 100.0 


SAMPLE SIZE 636 


POPaATION SIZE 2935 
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TABLE E4 



1986 FIRST*TIIC FRESHMEN WHBOtm STUOV 
NUMBER OF YEARS OF COLLEGE PREf^ARATORY AND NQN-OUEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
ELIGIBLE WITE APPLICANTS 

CaLEGE PREP COLLEGE PREP U.S. HISTORY/ COLLEGE P<^ CaLEGE PREP COLLEGE PREP OTHER 

ENGLISH MTHENATICS GOVEMtCNT SCIGKCE FOREIGN LANGUAGE VISIML i PERFORMING ARTS caLEGE PREh 







CUNUUTIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CMIATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


42.7 


42." 


11.1 


11.1 


.9 


.9 


2.9 


2.9 


4.1 


4.1 


4.8 


4.8 


7.4 


7.4 


5 OR 3.5 yEARS 


57.3 


100.0 


52.9 


64.1 


7.2 


8.1 


16.1 


18.9 


27.7 


31.7 


6.5 


11.3 


9.2 


16.5 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


31.9 


95.9 


21.4 


29.5 


42.3 


61.2 


46.8 


78.5 


8.7 


20.0 


24.2 


40.8 


1 OR 1.5 YEAf^ 


0.0 


100.0 


4.1 


100.0 


68.3 


97.7 


32.3 


93.5 


14.6 


93.1 


23.0 


43.0 


39.1 


79.8 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


100.0 


2.3 


100.0 


6.5 


100.0 


6.9 


100.0 


57.0 


100.0 


20.2 


100.0 



NQN CaL PREP 
ENGLISH 



NON COLL PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



NON COLL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON COLL PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



NQN CaL PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER NON 
caLEGE PREP 









OfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OfUATIVE 






PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR 


MORE YEARS 


u.O 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


.3 


.3 


23.0 


23.0 


3 OR 


3.5 YEARS 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.2 


.2 


1.2 


1.5 


19.1 


42.1 


2 OR 


2.5 YEARS 


.5 


.6 


3.3 


3.5 


1.5 


1.7 


.8 


.9 


3.3 


4.8 


20.9 


63.0 


1 OR 


1.5 YEARS 


2.7 


3.3 


15.6 


19.1 


18.5 


20.2 


4.1 


5.0 


8.3 


13.1 


17.0 


eo.G 


0 OR 


0.5 YEARS 


96.7 


100.0 


eo.9 


100.0 


79.8 


100.0 


95.0 


100.0 


86.9 


100.0 


20.0 


100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 665 



POPUUTICN SIZE 22637 
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TABLE E5 



1986 FIRST-TIHE FRESHMEN TRA^BCRIPT STUDY 
NLWER OF YEARS OF COLLEGE PREPARATORY AND NON-COLUSE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
INELIGIBLE ASIAN APPLICANTS 



CaLEGE PREP COIEGE PREP U.S. HISTORY/ COLLEGE PREP CaLEGE PREP CaLEGE PREP OTHER 

ENGLISH HAThEHATICS GOVERfftNT SCIENCE FOREIGN LANGUAGE VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS CaLEGE PREP 







CmiATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




OfUATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




CUMUUTIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


13.8 


13.8 


8.0 


8.0 


.6 


.6 


1.0 


1.0 


1.0 


1.0 


.6 


.6 


9.1 


9.1 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


33.2 


47.0 


24.5 


32.6 


7.2 


7.8 


8.2 


9.3 


10.1 


11.1 


2.1 


2.7 


5.4 


14.4 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


34.4 


81.4 


38.1 


70.7 


29.3 


37.1 


31.5 


40.8 


31.3 


4?.5 


6.4 


9.1 


15.9 


30.3 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


13.0 


94.4 


21.2 


92.0 


56.7 




42.9 


83.7 


34.8 


77.3 


20.4 


29.5 


35.3 


65.6 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


5.6 


100.0 


8.0 


100.0 


6.2 


100.0 


16.3 


100.0 


22.7 


100.0 


70.5 


100.0 


54.4 


100.0 




NON CaL PREP 


NON CaL PREP 






NON COti PREP 


NON CaL PREP 


NON CaL PREP 


OTHER NGN 




ENGLISH 


MATHEMATICS 






SCIENCE 


FOREIGN LANGUAGE 


VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 


CaLEGE PREP 






u.niATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 








ClfUATIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




CUMUUTIVE 




CUMULATIVE 




PER^JENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 






PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PtRCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


:2.4 


12.4 


.4 


.4 






0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


22.3 


22.3 


3 OR 3.5 YEARS 


8.9 


21.2 


3.1 


3.5 






.2 


.2 


0.0 


0.0 


.2 


.2 


21.6 


43,9 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


16.5 


37.7 


16.7 


20.2 






4.9 


5.2 


0.5 


0.5 


1.0 


1.2 


16.8 


62.7 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


17.9 


55.7 


31.1 


51.3 






21.2 


26.4 


6.0 


6.5 


6.h 


8.0 


14.4 


77.1 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


44.3 


100.0 


48.7 


100.0 






735.6 


100.0 


93.5 


100.0 


92.0 


100.0 


22.9 


100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 485 POPULATION SIZE 1950 
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TABLE E6 



1986 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN WHXttm STUDY 
NLIQER OF YEARS OF COLLEGE PREPARATORY AND NON-COLLEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
INaiGIBLE BLACK APPLICANTS 



COUEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



CaLEGE PREP 
NATHEMATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GOVERflCNT 



COLLEGE PREP 
SCIENCE 



COLLEGE PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



COLLEGE PREP 
VISUAL k PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER 
COLLEGE PREP 



4 OR MORE YEARS 

5 OR 5.5 YEARS 
2 OR 2.5 YEARS 
1 OR 1.5 YEARS 
0 OR 0.5 YEARS 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



21.4 
54.6 
17.3 
5.1 
1.7 



21.4 
76.0 
93.2 
98.3 
100.0 



2.6 
17.6 
30.6 
32.8 
16.3 



oi;;«juTivE 




OftlAIIVE 




QfUATIVE 




CUtlATIVE 




OIUATIVE 




OfULATIVE 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERGOfT 


PflKXNT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


2.6 


.6 


.6 


0.0 


0.0 


.4 


.4 


1.7 


1.7 


8.4 


8.4 


%.3 


7.7 


8.3 


6.0 


6.0 


9.8 


10.1 


3.6 


5.5 


8.1 


16.5 


50.8 


30.8 


39.0 


29.6 


35.6 


28.0 


38.1 


9.9 


15.2 


17.1 


55.6 


83.7 


57.2 


96.2 


43.7 


79.4 


34.5 


72.6 


25.3 


58.5 


50.6 


64.2 


100.0 


3.8 


100.0 


20.6 


100.0 


27.4 


100.0 


61.5 


100.0 


55.8 


100.0 



NON CaL PREP 
ENGLISH 



NON COLL PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



NON COLL PREP 
SCIENCE 



NON caL PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



NON CGLL PREP 
VISUM ft PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER NON 
CaLEGE PREP 



4 OR MORE YEARS 

5 OR 5.5 YEARS 
2 OR 2.5 YEARS 
1 OR 1.5 YEARS 
0 OR 0.5 YEARS 





CUtlATIVE 




OMIATIVE 




dfULUIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




OIULATIVE 




OIULATIVE 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


.4 


.4 


1.5 


1.5 


.4 


.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


55.5 


55.5 


1.5 


1.7 


7.5 


8.6 


.6 


.9 


.2 


.2 


.6 


.6 


19.5 


54.6 


6.9 


8.6 


22.1 


50.8 


5.5 


6.2 


2.8 


5.0 


2.4 


5.0 


15.0 


69.6 


18.0 


26.6 


54.5 


65.1 


28.3 


54,5 


15.2 


18.2 


9.4 


12.4 


15.5 


85.1 


75.4 


100.0 


>4.9 


100.0 


65.5 


100.0 


81.8 


100.0 


87.6 


100.0 


16.9 


100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 535 



POPUUTION SIZE 1954 



TCSU - ANALYTICAL STUDIES 
JANUARY 1987 



105 



106 



ERIC 



TABLE E7 



1966 FlftST-TIPC FRESfEN TMGCtlPT SnXN 

Nurae; of years of couge prepajutorv and ngn-college preparatory subjects 

miGIBLE HISPANIC APPLICANTS 



COLLEGE PREP COLLEGE PREP U.S. HISTORY/ COLLEGE PREP COLLEGE PREP COLLEGE PREP OTHER 

ENGLISH NATHEHATICS QOVERMCNT SCIENCE FOREIGN UV»MGE VISUAL & PERFORHINQ ARTS OILEGE PREP 







CUNUUTIVE 




OfULATIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




OfUUTlVE 




OltJUTIVE 




1B.5NT 


18.5NT 


5.6NT 


P 5.6T 


.8NT 


P .8T 


P .4T 


P .4T 


P 2.2T 


P 2,2T 


5.2NT 


5.2NT 


10.6NT 


10.6ENT 




50.0 


68.5 


12.9 


16.5 


6.8 


7.6 


4.8 


5.2 


14.7 


16.9 


4.0 


7.2 


7.0 


17.7 


4 OR NORE YEARS 


21.9 


90.4 


52.5 


49.0 


28.1 


55.7 


25.5 


28.5 


56.7 


55.6 


8.0 


15.5 


15.5 


55.1 


5 OR 5.5 YEARS 


5.8 


96.2 


55.9 


82.9 


58.0 


95.8 


49.2 


77.7 


28.1 


81.7 


21.5 


56.5 


52.7 


65.9 


2 OR 2.5 YEARS 


5.8 


100.0 


17.1 


100.0 


6.2 


100.0 


22.5 


100.0 


18.5 


100.0 


65.5 


100.0 


54.1 


100.0 


1 OR 1 .5 YcARS 


2.4 


99.2 


10.1 


95.9 


12.6 


98.9 


52.1 


91.8 


21.7 


88.7 


21.9 


59.4 


0.8 


2.0 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


0.8 


100.0 


4.1 


100.0 


1.1 


100.0 


8.2 


100.0 


11.;^ 


100.0 


60.6 


100.0 


98.0 


100.0 




NON CaL PREP 


NON caL PREP 






NON caL PREP 


NQk< COU PREP 


NON COa PREP 


OTHER NON 




ENGLISH 


NATHENATICS 






SCIENCE 


FOREIGN UmiAGE 


VISU/U. ft PERFORMING ARTS 


COUEQE PREP 






aniATivE 




CUMULATIVE 








CUNUUTIVE 




OMLATIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




OltJUTIVE 




2.2NT 


2.2Nr 


.8NT 


P .8T 






P .4T 


P .4: 


PERCEKT 


PERCENT 


.2NT 


.2NT 


40.4NT 


40.4DCr 




2.8 


5.0 


6.0 








1.0 


1.4 






1.6 


1.8 


17.9 


58.2 


4 OR NORE YEARS 


8.4 


15.5 


25.9 


50.7 






4.4 


5.8 


0.0 


0.0 


5.0 


4.8 


15.5 


71.7 


3 OR 5.5 YEARS 


20.9 


54.5 


56.5 


67.5 






50.5 


56.1 


0.0 


0.0 


11.0 


15.9 


10.4 


82.1 


2 OR 2.5 YEART 


65.7 


100.0 


52.7 


100.0 






65.9 


100.0 


0.5 


0.5 


84.1 


100.0 


17.9 


100.0 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


9.0 


14.1 


24.0 


52.4 


7.8 


8.6 


10.9 


11.9 


6.0 


6.5 


1.8 


2.5 


15.8 


96.8 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


85.9 


100.0 


67.6 


100.0 


91.4 


^00.0 


83.1 


100.0 


95.5 


fOO.O 


97.7 


100.0 


5.2 


100.0 
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TABLE E8 



19S6 FIRST-TIHE FRESHMEN TRANSCRIPT STIDV' 
NUMBER OF YEARS OF CaiEGE PREPARATORY AND NON-COLLEGE PREPARATORY SUBJECTS 
INaiGiaE UNITE APPLICANTS 



CalEGE PREP 
ENGLISH 



COLLEGE PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



U.S. HISTORY/ 
GOVERnCNT 



COLLEGE PREP 
SCIENCE 



CaLEGE PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



CaLEGE PREP 
VISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 



OTHER 
CaLEGE PREP 



4 OR MORE YEARS 

5 OR 5.5 YEARS 
2 OR 2.5 YEARS 
1 OR 1.5 YEARS 
0 OR 0.5 YEARS 



OIUUTIVE 

PERCENT PERCENT 



24.2 
49.5 
21.4 
2.8 
2.1 



24.2 
75.7 
95.1 
97.9 
100.0 



NON COLL PREP 
ENbLISH 



CUNUUTIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



1.7 
20.8 
56.2 
29.1 
12.2 



1.7 
22.5 
58.7 
87.8 
100.0 



NON CaL PREP 
MATHEMATICS 



CtllJUTlVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



.6 
4.7 
22.7 
66.4 
5.6 



.6 
5.4 
28.1 
94.4 

100.0 



OMJUTIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



1.1 
6.2 
28.7 
44.8 
19.5 



1.1 

7.5 
56.0 
80.7 
100.0 



NON COLL PREP 
SCIENCE 



CtfUATIVE 
PERCENT PERCENT 



OnUTIVE 



OfUATIVE 



1.? 
'<2.0 
57.7 
27.8 
20.6 



1.9 
15.9 
51.6 
79.4 
100.0 



NON COLL PREP 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE 







OfUATIVE 




CUNUUTIVE 




CilUATIVE 




CUrUATIVE 




PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


perce:^ 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4 OR MORE YEARS 


.6 


.6 


.2 


.2 


.4 


.4 


0.0 


0.0 


5 OR 5.5 YEARS 


2.4 


5.0 


5.9 


4.1 


.4 


.9 


0.0 


0.0 


Z OR 2.5 YEARS 


5.4 


6.4 


16.5 


20.5 


5.4 


6.2 


0.5 


0.5 


1 OR 1.5 YEARS 


16.5 


22.9 


54.5 


54.8 


28.5 


54.5 


6.0 


6.5 


0 OR 0.5 YEARS 


77 1 


100.0 


45.2 


100.0 


65.5 


100.0 


95.5 


100.0 



PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


4.9 


4.9 


5.8 


5.8 


3.4 


8.4 


9.6 


15.4 


9.2 


17.6 


22.5 


57.7 


24.4 


42.0 


55.1 


72.8 


58.0 


100.0 


27.2 


100.0 


NON COLL PREP 


omR NGN 


ISUAL ft PERFORMING ARTS 


CaLEGE PREP 




CUMULATIVE 




CmULATIVE 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


PERCENT 


.6 


.6 


50.6 


30.6 


.<> 


.9 


17.8 


48.4 


5.4 


4.5 


17.3 


65.7 


9.2 


15.5 


15.6 


81.4 


86.5 


100.0 


18.6 


100.0 



SAMPLE SIZE 467 



POPULATION SIZE 5958 
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February 23. 1987 



Dr. ffillian H. Picicens 
Extcutivtt Director 

California Postsecondaiy Education Commission 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento. CA 9S8I4 

Dear Bill: 

Thaalc you for your response to our proposed revisions of CSU'S 
transfer admission policies. I want to provide additional 
information about the three points you raise. 

First, attached is a draft of the Title 5 revisions as they are 
now envisioned. While we may fine tune this draft further. I 
anticipate that what we present to the Board of Trustees in May 
will be close to the attached language. I am also attaching a 
copy of the March Trustee ipf ormation item. 

Second, as we did whil« developing our freshman admission course 
requirements. w« have become familiar with and maintained an 
awareness of the University of California transfer admission 
course requirements. I believe CSU's transfer course 
requiri&ments are as congruent with those of UC as can reasonably 
be expected. For example, both universities give upper division 
transfer students the option of fulfilling high school course 
deficiencies either by substituting appropriate college courses 
for missing high school preparatory courses on a course«by«course 
basis or completing basic English and mathematics course 
requirements. We certainly concur with the importance of 
striving for as much similarity as possible to reduce confusion. 
(Parenthetically, we will work to ensure that discussions of the 
"community college core" proposed by the Master Plan Review 
Commission attention to the removal of high school preparation 
difficulties. } 



DC. Pickens 
February 23. 1987 
Page 2 



Third* lower divisioa transfers granted regular admission have 
always been required to qualify for freshman admission, i.e., be 
in the upper one^third of high school graduates as determined by 
the CSU eligibility index. Item #S addresses the possibility 
that lower division applicants may meet the upper one- third 
standard but not all course requirements. Thus, prospective 
lower divisioa transfers will continue to be required tp 
establish that they would have qualified for freshman admission 
by documenting a high school grade point average and (if high 
school CPA is 3.1 or below) standardized test score needed to 
place them in the upper one«third of high school graduates. 

Your comments ere deeply appreciated. Please let us know if the 
proposed Title 5 changes or agenda item prompt further comments. 



Attachment 

cc: Dr. if. Ann Reynolds 

Dr. William E. Vandament 
Dr. John M. Smart 
Dr. Ralph Bigelow 
Dr. Kenneth O'Brien 



Slnci^rely, 




Charles W. Lindahl, Dean 
Educational Support Services 
and Institutional Relations 
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'grandfather' clause from exxstinq requlat ions. Sucipested 
aniendMents are xncorporated to effecb recoqratxoi^ of the 
cofiiprehenaxve pattern of preparatory subjects. ftcJdxtxons are 



86f°?S iiiyp9^'i'gEmGifs"i5"TSSt^Hg^^li8Tl9E°iifi"fg^c:SSR?ss'^ 



The following changes to Title 5 Sections A0a03t ^0a03, 1, 40804, 
40a04«lt *nd 40805 become effective for applicants to academic terms 
beginning after fall 1988. 

40803« Applicants Who are California Residents and Who Have 
Completed S6 Units of College Credit. 

On applicant who is a resident of Cali.'^ornia may be admitted 
to a campus as an undergraduate transfer^ upon satisfaction of the 
requirements of each of the following subdivisions: 

(a) The applicant has completed satisfactorily four y^ars of 
eolleoe pr»oara torv English and two years of college preparatory 
mathematics the eemorehensive pattern of colle ge oreoaratorv 
sub/leets defined in Secti on 407S3 or an alternative program 
determined by the Chancellor to be equivalent; 

(b> The applicant has attained n grade point average of S.O 
(grade of C) or better in at least 5S semester (84 Quarter) units of 
transferable college credit; 

(c) The applicant was in good standing at the last college 
attended. 



40803.1 Applicants Who «re Not California Residents and Who Have 
Completed S8 Units of College Credit. 

An applicant who is not a resident of California may bo 
admitted to a campus as an undergraduate transfer upon satisfaction 
of the requir^ements of each of the following subdivisions: 

(a> The applicant has completed satisfactorily four vears^ of 
college preparatory Snol ish and two years of college oreoaratorv 
Sath^2^i£S the comprehensive pattern of collsge preparatory 
subjects dmfined^ in Section 40753 or an alternative program 
determined by the Chancellor to be equivalent; 

(b) The applicant has completed at least 56 semester 

(84 quart»r> units of transferable college credit and has attained a 
grade point averagir in all units of transferable college credit 
which places^ the applicant among the upper one-^half of eligible 
California residents who are^ applicants for admission under Section 
40803f the mi*nimum grade point average to be determined by the 
Chancellor; 

(c) The applicant was in good standing at the last college 
attended. 
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40804. «pplic«ntfi Who Umrm Eligibl* for fidfiu«»ion as First-Time 
Fr««hw«n and Who Have Completed Less Fewer Than 56 Units of Colleqe 
Credit. — 

An applicant who ha« cowpleted Igss f ewer than 56 units of 
college credit iv«ay be admitted to a campus as an underqraduate 
t}rmr\9fmr upon satisfaction of the requirements of each of the 
fol lotting lettered subdivisions: 

<a) The apol leant has com9leti!fd sat isf ^ctori j^y four years o f 
CQlleoe oreo^r^torv gr^plimh a nd two vear^ <pf colleoe oreoaratorv 
mathematics or mt, alternative orooram determined bv thf Chanc ellor - 

^£LL iAL The applicant was eligible for admission tq a campus 
as a first-time freshman, either 

(1> on the basis of the admission requirements in effect at 
the time of the application, other than the provisions of Sections 
40757, 40738, 40900, or 40901 , and includino satigfactorv completion 
Of the comprehensive pattern of c ollege preparatory sublftgts a^ 
defined in g^^^en 407S3 or an alternative orooram determined bv thm 
Chancellor h^ f puivalent t or 

(2) on the basis of the admission requirements in effect at 
the time of the applicant's graduation from high school, other than 
the provisions of Sections 40757, 407S8, 40900, or 40901, i ncludino 
latisfactorv completion of anv specified preparatory^ sublects or an 
alternative program det ermined bv the Chancellor to be equivalent, 
if the applicant has been in continuous attendance at a college 
since graduation; 

' iSL applicant has attained a grade point average of 

a.O (grade of C) or better in all transferable college units 
attempted} 

iSLL applicant v^as in good standing at the last college 

attended. 



40a04. 1 Applicants Who Were Ineligible for Admission As First-Time 
Freshmen for Failure to Meet Course Requirements and Who Have 
Conpleted Less Fewer Than 56 Unite^^f College Credit. 

An applicant who has completed less fewer than 56 units of 
college credit and who was not eligible for admission to a campus as 
a first*»time fr^mmhrnmrt solely because of failure to complete 
satisfactorily four vears of colleoe preparatory ^nqlish and two 
years of colleo e preparatory mathematics the eomgrehensive pattern 
Of colleoe preparatory autajects defined in SectiQir^ 40TS3 or an 
alternative program determined by the Chancellor to be equivalent 
may be admitted to a campus as an undergraduate transfer upon 
satisfaction of each of the following lettered subdivisions: 

<a) Except^ for satisfactory completion of four yg ^? ,,;^, ^ ,, 

colleoe preparatory gnolish and two vears of , 9p , ^ , ^ , »Qe^re p a r ator v ^ 
mathema tics the comprehensive pattern of gollaos prepar at ory'^ 
sub'iect s defined in Section 40753 or an acceptable alternative 
program, the applicant who was eligible for admission to a campus as 
a first-time freshman, either 
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<1) on th# basis of the admission requirements in effect at 

the time of the application^ other than the provisions of Sections 
407S7, 40758, 40900, or 40901; or 

(e2> on the basis of the admission requirements xn effect at 

applicant haa b»«n in continuous attendanca at a coII«g» «inc» 
graduation; 

<b:' Sub«»qu»nt to high school graduation, th« applicant has 
cowplstsd satisfactorily four va ra of If o« ff'^»P*>; ,at,y}y,,,en c»l ish 
anc^ ^wo^Y****« eoll«a» oraoarato ry wathamat ie^ tho eomorah^ngiva 
g^Tfrn of_CQllso« Dr«oaratorv «ubi«ets d»f i n«d in Section 407S3. or 
gthtr ac?siieabla course r»Quirfn»nt«. or an altsrnativs program 
d«t»rT4in«<i by th^ Ch-sncsllor to bs squivalsnt; 

<<2) Th« applicant has attained a grads point avsrags of 2.0 
<grad« of C> or b»tt«r in all transfarabl* col lags units attamptedj 

<d) Th« applicant was in good standing at ths last collsga 
attsftdsd. 



AOaOS. Applicants With Particular Majors/ 

An applicant not sligibls undsr Section 40804 or 40604.1 may 
b« admitted to a campus as an undsrgraduats transfer upon 
satisfaction of th« rsquirsmsnts of sach of. ths following 
subdj^v isions t 

<a> Ths applicant has complctsd satisfactorily four vara of 
collso* orsparatorv Enoliah and two vaara of eollaog orgoaratorv 
mathamatiea th« eomor»hanaiv» pattern of eollaga orgoar^atorv 
aubJecta defined in Saetion 4Q7S? or an altarnativa program 
d«t«rmin«d by tha Chancallor to ba wquivalant; 

(b> Th« dagraa objaetiva ia aueh that at laaat 56 aamaatar 
unita, or tha aquivalant, of appropriate couraa work ara not offmrmd 
at tha eollaga from which tha applicant aaaks to transfar; 

<c) Thm Applicant haa ccmplatad that portion of tha eurricular 
program raquirad by tha campua for tha dagraa objactiva, aa ia 
offmrmd at tha eollaga from which tha applicant aaaka to tranafar; 

(d> Tha appUcant haa attained a grada point avaraga of 2.0 
(grada of C> or battar in all tranaf arable college work attempted; 

<e) Tha applicant waa in good atanding at the last college 
attended. 
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Information Itei« Agenda Item 

March 10-n. 1987 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL POLICY 

UNDERGRADUATE TRANSFER ADMISSION POLICY: PROPOSED CHANGES IN TITLE S 
REGUUTIONS 

Presftntation By 

William Z, Vandanent, Prova:»t 
Vice Chancellor, Academic Affairs 

t 

John H. Smart, Deputy Provost 

Or. Donald R. Gerth, President 
CSU, Sacramento, and Chair 
CSU Admissions Advisory Council 



Summary 

When adopting the comprehensive pattern of collegiate preparatory subjects 
for first-time freshman applicants, the Board of Trustees indicated that it 
vfould next "review what charges may be necessary in undergraduate transfer 
requirements . . .with the aim of ensuring that transfer students entering 
the CSU have essentially the same subject matter preparation as required cf 
first-time freshmen." 

This item reports on the study and consultation on this issue and presents, 
as information, proposed language to modify Title 5 regulations. It is 
planned t& submit the implementing regulations to the Board for action at 
the Hay 1987 meeting. 
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ITEH 

COHMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL POLICY 

UN0ER6RA0UATE TRANSFER ADMISSION POLICY: PROPOSED CHANGES IN TITLE 5 
RE6UUTI0NS 



Background 

When adopting the comprehensive pattern of collegiate preparatory subjects 
for fIrst-tltBe freshnan applicants, the Board of Trustees indicated that It 
vMuld next "review what changes may be necessary In undergraduate transfer 
requirements . . . with the aim of ensuring that transfer students entering 
the CSU have essentially the same subject matter preparation as required of 
first-time freshmen." 

The Chancellor In November 1985 requested the CSU Admissions Advisory 
Council to review the undergraduate transfer admission nsquirements in the 
light of the change in freshman admission requirements that wilT become 
effective fall 1988. The Council 1$ chaired by Or. Donald Gerth. president, 
CSU Sacramento, and is composed of CSU administrators (two presidents, two 
vice presidents— academic affairs and student affairs—and a director of 
admissions and records), five faculty members from the CSU Academic Senate, 
a CSSA representative, representatives of the State Department ?f Education 
and the California Community Colleges, staff from the Office of the 
Chancellor, and for these consultations, a California community college 
director of aduissions and guidance. 

The Admissions Advisory Council conducted extensive study and discussion on 
policy alternatives and submitted its report to the Chancellor in December 
1986. The Off let of the Chancellor next sent a memorandum (ESSIR 86-47) to 
the CSU presidents so-Jiciting campus responses to the recommendation. That 
memorandum was also sent to the Chancellor of the California Community 
Colleges, the California Community College Academic Senate, and the 
California State Student Association. The CSU Academic Senate endorsed the 
revised proposal at its January 1987 meeting. 

The Council's report was entitled •Policies and Principles: Transfer 
Admission Policies for the California State University." 



Principles Underlying a Transfer Admission Policy 

The Counci 1 ' s report recommends : 

1. That transfer admission policies be consonant with CSU's role in 
California public higher education under the Master Plan for Higher 
Education by articulating its policies with the California Community 
Colleges' function to provide lower division instruction for 
O transfer to four-year institutions, and with transfer policies of 

J^C the University of California. ^ 
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2. That tra.iJfer « -'mission policies take cognizance of the public 
policy Interest In orderly transfer— a "responsibility properly 
shared by ill of California's educational Institutions* (Comralsslon 
for the Review of th« Master Plan for Higher Education: The 

Cha 1 1 enqe of Charjo e > page 8). 

3. That transfer adm1s$^>on pci'icles recognize the shared 
responsibilities for the :;oa1s of educational equity. 



Proposed Policies 

The proposed inpleffienting regulations to dodify Title 5, Califomi's 
Administrative Code, will provide: 

1. for persons eligible for entry to California State University as 
first'tioe freshmen to transfer to CSU at any time, providing they 
are in good standing with the required grsdo point average; 

2. for persons from the upper one-third of high school graduates 
(nonresidents, upper one-sixth) but who are missing one or more of 
the required preparatory ^kUbJect^ to transfer at any time a^ter 
satisfying subject deficiencies, providing they are in good standing 
with the required grade point average; and - 

3. for any person in good standing and with the required grade point 
average, notwithstanding subparagraphs 1 and Zt to transfer with 56 
or more transferable semester units, whicn include a minimum of 30 
senestar units of CSU general education-breadth requirements, 
including communication In the English language (Executive Order 
338, Sec IV. A) and mathematic«.l rMtrepts and quantitative reasoning 
(E.G. 338, IV.B). 

(Executive Order 338* implements the rsu general education-breadth policy 
sfpulated in Title 5,. Sections AOiiO;^, 40503.1, and 40503.2) 



Effective Date 

The revised undergraduate transfer admission policy, if adopted, would 
become effective for academic terms beginning after fall 1988. Persons 
enrolling in other colleges and universities fall 196^^ and earlier, and 
maintaining continuous attendance in college since high school g^'aduatlon. 
would be governed by policies in effect at the time they began such 
continuous college attendance. 

The first academic term, therefore, that any person would be subject to the 
new transfer regulations would be winter quarter 1989, and then only for 
those persons who graduated from high school in 1988 and entered a college 
in the fall term 1988. Staff estimate that it will take at least two 
academic years for the majority of undergraduate transfer applicants to be 
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subject to the new transfer policy. The Implementing regulations would 
Include a "grandfather" provision to use prior existing transfer regulations 
to accofimodate those who entered their curriculum prior to fall 1988 and who 
Maintained continuous attendance. 

Discussion 

The proposed undergraduate transfer admission policies build upon existing 
policies and practices for undergraduatt transfer. The new regulations 
rtprtsent an orderly evolution of long-standing CSU transfer policies by 
taking cognizance of the educational reform measures that focus on improved 
preparation for university studies. 

The focus of the consultation processes centered on subparagraph 3 under 
■Proposed Policies" above. That subparagraph will require applicants with 
56 or more transferable semester units to Include within their transfer 
units a minimum of 30 semester units of CSU general education requirements, 
which Include comminlcatlon In the English language and quantitative 
reasoning*. Typically a minimum of 12 semester units are required to 
complete the communications requirement (nine units) and the mathematics 
requirement (three or four units). In summary, transfer applicants admitted 
under this provision will be required to have 56 or more transferable units, 
to Include at least 30 units *n general education, which In turn must 
Include at- least 12 prescribed units In communication In the Er^'dsh 
language and mathematics. 

The transfer admission policy would therefore be directly linked to general 
education policies and requirements In effect since 1981. Any accredited 
Institution of higher education may certify to CSU and Its campuses the 
completion of general education requirements. These policies and procedures 
are In place and are operating effectively. 

CSU plans to hold a Wide range of conferences and Informational meetings to 
explain the new transfer admission requirements, once the Trustees take 
action on the policy. As constituencies learn of the new policy and Its 
associated processes^. CSU does not anticipate need for special monitoring 
efforts as to course availability, owing to the relation of the approved 
alternative- programs for admission to the established general education 
requirements. 



Proposed Title 5 Language 

The attachment to this Item contains a draft of proposed Title 5 language 
for the undergraduate transfer admission requirements. Suggested amendments 
are Incorporated to effect recognition of the comprehensive pattern of 
preparatory subjects. Minor technical amendments are also proposed. 
Additions are indicated by underscoring; deletions, by strike out. 
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• AttachiRent to the Report of the CSU Admission Advisory Council's Subcorailttee 
on Approved Altgmatlvg Programs 



Approved Alternative Programs 
for Completing the Comprehensive Pattern 
of Collegiate Preparatory Subjects 



Undergraduate transfer admission requlreoents Include satisfactory cor.4)1etion 
of the comprehensive pattern of college preparatory subjects defined for 
fIrst-tiM freshman applicants or an alternative program determined by the 
Chincellor to be equivalent. The "alternative program' provision applies to 
applicants not meeting the subject requirements In high school. Undergraduate 
transfer applicants missing subjects In the comprehensive pattern must 
complete the missing subjects before transfer by completing an approved 
alternative program. 

The Chancellor earlier approved alternative programs for completing 
requirements In English and mathematics; those programs will continue. The 
CSU now adds suppl^ntal alternative programs for the requirements of the 
comprehensive pattern of collegiate preparatory subjects. 



Lower Division Applicants 

Undergraduate transfer applicants with fewer than 56 semester units of 
transferable college credit who have not con*oleted the subject requirements 
may do so in any of the following ways: 

All Subjects in the Comprehensive Pattern 

(1) . Completing appropriate courses with a C or better in adult school or 

high school summer sessions. 

(2) Completing appropriate courses In college with a C or better. One 
course of three semester (or four quarter) units will be considered 
equivalent to ontf. year of high school study. 

English 

(1) Earning an appropriate score on the CSU English Equivalency 
Examination. 

(2) Earning a 3, 4, or 5 on the Advanced Placement English Language and 
Composition or English Literature and Composition examinations. 

(3) Earning a 550 or better on the CEEB Achievement Test irr English 
Composition or Literature. • 

(4) Completing a baccalaureate course that meets the CSU General 
Education-Breadth requirement In written communication in English. 
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Hathematlcs 

(1) Completing courses with a C or better that meet the CSU General 
Cdu«;at1on''8rea(lth requirement in mthematlcal concepts and 

i quantitative reasoning. The courses must be above the level of 

intermediate algebra. 

NOTE: The next two alternatives for mathematics need to reexamined In the 
light of the three-year mathematics requirement. 

(2) Earning a 3, 4, or 5 on the Advanced Placement examinations in . 
mathematics (AS or BC). 

(3) Earning an acceptable score in the College Level Examination Program 
examination in Introductory Calculus and Analytic Geometry. 

NOTE: In the following fields, the scores on national achievement tests need 
to be confirmed. 

U.S. History or U.S. History and Sovemment 

(1) Completing courses with a C or better that meet the CSU graduation 
requirements in United States history, constitution, and American 
ideals (Section 40404, Title 5). 

(2) Eam'«ng a 3, 4, or 5 on the Advanced Placement examination in 
American history. 

(3) Earning a 'nnn* or better score on the CEEB Achievement Test in 
American history and social studies. 

Uboratorv Science 

(1) Completing courses, with laboratory, with a C or better that apply to 
the CSU General Education-Breadth requirement in the physical 
universe and its 11f* forms. 

(2) Earning a 3, 4, or 5 on the Advanced Placement examination in 
•biology, chemistry, or physics. 

(3) Earning a "nnn* or better score on the CEEB Achievement Test in 
biology, chemistry, or physics. 

Foreign Language 

(1) Earning a 3, 4 or S on the Advanced Placement examination in French, 
German, Latin, or Spanish. 

(2) Earning a 450 or better score on the CEEB Achievement Test 1n French, 
German, Hebrew, Latin, or Spanish. (Note: the score of 450 has been 
confirmed.) 
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(2) Completing courses with a C or better that apply towards the CSU 
General Education-Breadth requirement In the arts. 

Electlves 

(1) Coopletlng courses with a C or better In the liberal arts and ^ 
sciences, or that apply towards the CSU General Educatlon-dreadth 
requlreaents, beyond f^ise courses llstad above. 

(2) Earning a 3, 4 or 5 on any Advanced Placenent examination not listed 
above. 

(3) Completing courses with a C or better that apply towards the CSU 
General Education-Breadth requirements. 



Upotr Qlvision Applicants 

Undergraduate transfer applicants with 56 or more semester (84 quarter) units 
of transferable college credit who have not completed the subject requirement* 
may do so in the following ways: 

(1) Complete the missing subjects in ways specified for lower division 
applicants; or 

(2) Complete a minimum of 30 semester (45 quarter) units of baccalaureate 
courses that may be applied towards the CSU general education-breadth 
requirements and that Include communication in the English language 
and mathematics. 

CSU further recognizes the public policy recommendations of the Master Plan 
Review Commission that could lead to a redesigned Associate Arts degree 
program for the California Community Colleges that would Include an approved 
core curriculum. CSU is prepared to consider further alternative programs of 
preparatory study for transfer admission purposes that could Include: 

3. Completing a defined core curriculum; or 

4. Completing a redesigned Associate of Arts degree program that 
Includes the approved core curriculum. 
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CALIFORNIA POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION 



THE California Postsecondary Education Commis- 
sion is a citizen board established in 1974 by the Leg- 
islature and Governor to coordinate the efforts of 
California's colleges and universities and to provide 
independent, non-partisan policy analysis and recom- 
mendations to the Governor and Legislature. 

Members of the Commission 

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine repre- 
sent the general public, with three each appointed for 
six-year terms by the Governor, the Senate Rules 
Committee, and the Speaker of the Assembly. The 
other six represent the mcgor segments of postsecond- 
ary education in California. 

As of March 1987, the Commissioners representing 
the general public are: 

Seth P. Brunner, Sacramento 

G. Thomas Dean, Long Beach, C^irperson 

Seymour M. Farber, M.D., San Francisco 

Cruz Reynoso, Los Angeles 

Lowell J. Paige, El Macero 

Roger C. Pettitt, Los Angeles 

Sharon N. Skog, Mountain View, Vice Chairperson 

Thomas E. Stang, Los Angeles 

Stephen R Teale, M.D., Mokeiumne Hill 

Representatives of the segments are: 

Tori Wada, San Francisco; representing the Regents 
of the University of California 

Claudia H. Hampton, Los Angeles; representing the 
Trustees of the California State University 

Arthur H. Margosian, Fresno; representing the 
Board of Governors of the California Community Col- 
leges 

Donald A. Henricksen, San Marmo; representing 
California's independent colleges anc' universities 

Harry Wugalter, Thousand Oaks; representing the 
Courcil for Private Postsecondary Educr lOnal Insti- 
tutions 

Angie Papadakis, Palos Verdes; representing the 
California State Board of Education 



Functions of the Commission 

The Commission is charged by the Legislature and 
Governor to '"assure the effective utilization of public 
postsecondary education resources, thereby eliminat- 
ing waste and unnecessary duplication, an^ w pro- 
mote diversity, innovation, and responsiveness to 
student and societal needs. 

To this end, the Commission conducts independent 
reviews of matters affecting the 2,600 institutions of 
postsecondary education in California, including 
Community Colleges, four-year colleges, tmiversi- 
ties, and professional and occupational schools. 

As an advisory planning and coordinating body, the 
Commission does net administer or govern any insti- 
tutions, nor does it approve, authorize, or accredit 
any of them. Instead, it cooperates with other state 
agencies and non-governmental groups that perform 
these functions, while operating as an independent 
board with its own staff and its own specific duties of 
evaluatiox;, coordination, and planning, 

Operation of the Commission 

The Commission holds regular meetings throughout 
the yeur at which it debates and takes action on staff 
studies and takes positions on proposed legislation 
affecting education beyond the high school in Cali- 
fornia. By law, the Commission's meetings are open 
to the public. Requests to address the Commission 
may be made by writing the Commission in advance 
or by submitting a request prior to the start of a meet- 
ing. 

The Commission's day-to-day work is carried out by 
its staff in Sacramento, under the guidance of its ex- 
ecutive director, William H. Pickens, who is appoint- 
ed by the Commission. 

The Commission issues some 30 to 40 reports each 
year on major issues confronting California postsec- 
ondary education. Recent reports are listed on the 
back cover. 

Further information about the Commission, its meet- 
ings, its staff, and its publications may be obtained 
from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth Street, 
Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 98514-3935; telephone 
(916) 445-7933. 



COMMENTS ON THE REPORT OF THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
REGARDING THE POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF ITS 1988 COURSE 

REQUIREMENTS 

California Postsecondary Education Commission Report 87-15 



ONE of a series of reports published by the Commis- 
sion as part of its planiimg and coordinating respon- 
sibilities. Additional copiei may bo obtained without 
charge from the Publications Office, California Post- 
secondary Education Commission, Third Floor, 1020 
Twelfth Street, Sacramento, California 98514-3985. 

Recent reports of the Commission include: 

87-2 Women and Minorities in California Public 
Postsecondary Education: Their Employment, Class- 
ification, and Compensation, 1975-1985. The Fourth 
in the Commission's Series of Biennial Reports on 
Equal Employment Opportunities in California's 
Public Colleges and Universities (February 1987) 

87-3 Issues Related to Funding of Research at the 
University of California: A Report to the Legislature 
in Response to Supplemental Language in the 1985 
Budget Act (February 1987) 

87-4 The California State University's South 
Orange County Satellite Center: A Report to the 
Governor and Legislature in Response to a Request 
from the California State University for Funds to 
Operate an Off-Campus Center in Irvine (February 
1987) 

87-5 Proposed Construction of San Diego State Uni- 
versity's North County Center: A Report to the Gov- 
ernor and Legislature in Response to a Request for 
Capital Funds from the California State University 
to Build a Permanent Off-Campus Center of San Di- 
ego State University in San Marcos (February 1987) 

87-6 Interim Evaluation of the California Student 
Opportunity and Access Program Xal-SOAP): A Re- 
port with Recommendations to the California Stu- 
dent Aid Commission (February 1987) 

87-7 Conversations About Financial Aid: State- 
ments and Discussion at a Commission Symposium 
on Major Issues and Trends in Postsecondary 
Student Aid (February 1587) 

87-8 California Postsecondary Education Commis- 
sion N** vs. Number 2 [The second issue of the Com- 
missi' periodic newsletter) (February 1987) 

87-1 anding Educational Equity in California's 
5-hoo4^ .nd Colleges A Review of Existing and Pro- 



posed Profeiams, 1986-87. A Report to the California 
Postsecondary Education Commission by Juan C 
Gonzalez and Sylvia Hurtado of the Higher Educa 
tion Research Institute, UCLA, January 20, 1987 (Feb 
niary 1987) 

87-10 Overview of the 1987-88 Governor's Budget 
for Postsecondary Education in California, Presented 
to the Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Subcommit- 
tee #1 by William H. Pickens, Executive Director, 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
(March 1987) 

87-11 The Doctorate in Education: Issues of Supply 
and Demand in California (87) 

87-12 Student Public Service and the "Human 
Corps": A Report to the Legislature in Response to 
/ .sembly Concurrent Resolution 158 (Chapter 165 of 
the Statutes of 1986) (March 1987) 

87-13 Standardized Tests Used for Higher Educa- 
tion Admission and Placement in California During 
1986: The Second in a Series of Annual Reports Pub- 
lished in Accordance with Senate Bill 1758 (Chapter 
1505, Statutes of 1984) (March 1987) 

87-14 Time Required to Earn the Bachelor's De- 
gree: A Commission Review of Studies by the Califor- 
nia State University and the University of California 
in Response to Senate Bill 2066 (1986) (March 1987) 

87-16 Changes in California State Oversight of Pri- 
vate Postsecondary Education Institutions: A Staff 
Report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission (March 1987) 

87-17 Faculty Salaries in California's Public Uni- 
versities, 1987-88: The Commission's 1986 Report to 
the Legislature and (jrovernor in Response to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 51 (1965) (March 1987) 

87-18 Funding Excellence in California Higher Ed- 
ucation: A Report in Response to Assembly Concur 
rent Resolution 141 (1986) (March 1987) 

87-19 The Class of '83 One Year Later: A Report on 
FoUow-Up Surveys from the Commission's 1983 
High School Eligibility Study (3/87) 
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